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CURRENT TOPICS. 


E. P. Woustsnnotme has been appointed one of 
ix conveyancing counsel to the Chancery Division 
High Court of Justice, in succession to Mr. Thomas 
win, deceased. Mr. Wolstenholme was called to the 
| in Michaelmas Term, 1850. 





ip Mz. Macnamana, whose death was announced yes- 
the public and the profession have lost one of the 
and most accomplished lawyers, and one of the 
sé upright and conscientious publie servants of his 
p. At the bar his arguments were as distinguished 
x breadth of reasoning and clearness of statement 
or their minute and elaborate research, and it was 
monly felt that his powers and attainments marked 
gout for a seat on the bench of the superior courts. 
wthere can be little doubt that had his bodily 
yers been equal to his mental endowments he must 
, have occupied that place. Failing health 
nced him to accept the post of a county court 
se, but all felt that, however much it was 
benefit of the suitors that he should fill that 
i) the duties were below his capacities. When, 
fore, he was appointed to be the first legal member 
Railway Commission established by Lord Aberdare, 
fas recognized on all hands that the fittest possible 
ption had been made. It is commonly known—and 
§ would be more ready to admit the fact than his 
lagues in office—that from the first the most arduous 
fresponsible part of the labours of the commission 
‘upon him ; that the skilfully drawn rules which have 
de the Act work so smoothly were from his hand ; and 
the publicconfidence which was placedin the tribunal 
‘to a very great extent due to his high reputation as 
and lawyer and a sagacious and impartial judge. It 
id hardly be said that he never forfeited or diminished 
Teputation, though, towards the close of his active 
ticipation in the public sittings of the commission, it 
Seadly apparent to all that he was suffering under 
pressure of enfeebled health. The hopes which for 
ng time were entertained of his recovery have 
ppily been frustrated ; but nothing can erase from 
minds of his contemporaries the sense of his 
inent legal acquirements, his high moral worth, his 
ependence of mind, his love of justice, and the 
ling courtesy, which was not an aequired polish, 
he natural product of a kind and considerate heart. 
Mr, Macnamara and in the late Mr. Justice Archi- 
id the country has lost two men who could ill be 
red, and who, as they were singularly alike in mental 
& moral characteristics, were also united by a fitting 





WR ARB NOT BNTIRELY saTisFizD that the decision in 
@ Slade ease at the Middlesex Sessions was correct, 





but, whether correct or incorrect in point of law, it shows 
the lamentable absurdity and solemn triviality of our 
time-honoured procedure in such matters. The statute 
under which the appellant was convicted provided thatany 
person pretending or professing to tell fortunes, or using 
any subtle craft, means, or device, by palmistry or other- 
wise, to. deceive and impose on his Majesty's subjects 
should be deemed.a rogue and a vagabond, &c. Thecon- 
viction set out the facts with regard to the alleged offence, 
but did not use the words “ by palmistry or otherwise.” 
It was contended by counsel for the appellant that it 
was therefore bad, but we must confess to having some 
difficulty in gathering from the newspapers what their 
argument really was. Serjeant Ballantine is reported to 
have said that, if the words “by palmistry or 
otherwise” were mere surplusage, the section was 
wide enough to cover any imaginable fraud, in- 
cluding cheating at cards, false pretences, and forgery 
at common law. We cannot follow this remark. 
It seems to confuse together the question whether 
the words are surplusage in the statute with the ques- 
tion whether they ought to appear in the conviction. 
No one, we take it, has ever s that they were 

in the statute. It is admitted that they 
operate as a limitation on the generality of the preced- 
ing words, confining them to frauds by palmistry, or in 
the nature of palmistry. But this is quite foreign to 
the question whether the words ‘“‘ by palmistry or other- 
wise’’ should have appeared in the conviction. It is 
clear that on the face of the conviction it must appear 
that the subtle craft, &c., was by palmistry or otherwise, 
but the question was whether it did not so appear, the 
nature of the offence being set out? The question 
whether a particular subtle craft comes within the de- 
scription “by palmistry or otherwise” is, we should 
suppose, @ question of law, and to allege, after setting 
out the facts, that the subtle craft was by palmistry or 
otherwise, would be the allegation of a legal conclusion. 
Now, according to the present principles of pleading in 
civil actions, and according to any sound and rational 
system, it would not be necessary to allege a mere legal 
eonclusion from the facts alleged; and to allege any 
such conclusion would be But, with regard 
to convictions and indictments the law is so irrational 
that we hesitate to say whether the conviction might not 
be bad without such an allegation. An indictment for 
burglary would be bad without the word ‘“‘ burglar- 
iously,” though it set out the existence, in fact, of all the 
elements that constitute a burglary. The allegation for 
want of which the conviction in Slade’s case was held 
bad was that the subtle craft was ‘‘ by palmistry or 
otherwise.” But the “craft” alleged in that case 
clearly was not by palmistry. It is at least a very awk- 
ward device to have to say that it was by palmistry or 
otherwise, and we cannot think that the objection of the 
respondents’ counsel, that such a conviction would be 
bad for uncertainty, received sufficient consideration. 
But whatever may be thought of the decision in the 
recent case, can anything be more unsatisfactory and 
absurd than that a question of some importance should 
be burked by the interposition of such a trumpery 
technicality as this? Can anything show more dis- 
tinctly the vices of the existing system of criminal 
pleading? We may add that we see a possibility of 
considerable difficulty arising in future from this appli- 
cation of the ejusdem generis theory with regard to the 
framing of criminal pleadings. Suppose, for instance, 
that a bye-law of a railway company forbade a passenger 
from taking any “dog, cat, or other animal” 
into a railway carriage with him, and the question 
was whether the taking of a parrot into the curiage 
was an offence under the bye-law, the conviction 


“another animal” only, and 
that it was “an animal other than a dog or 
cat” would seem equally to fail to hit the mark. 
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Wry 1s svcH a CACKLE raised, by the gentlemen who 
report for the daily press, over any “new point” decided 
under the Judicature Acts? Why must we always have a 
preface to the report setting forth that the case involved 
@ point of great importance, much discussed in the 
profession, never yet judicially determined, and so 
forth? To the general public it cannot be of the 
smallest importance whether the point is new or old; it 
is in either case equally novel to them ; and to the lawyer 
a perusal of the case ought to be sufficient to tell him 
whether the point has or has not been decided before. 
This week there has been the usual uproar raised abont 
a case of Parsons v. Tinling, in which the Common 
Pleas Division decided that ord. 55, r. 1, means what it 
says—viz., that, subject to the provisions of the Act, 
where any action or issue is tried by a jury, the costs 
shall follow the event, unless, upon application made at 
the trial, for good cause shown, the judge before whom 
such action or issue is tried, or the court, shall otherwise 
order. We are ata loss to understand how the court could 
have come to any other conclusion, or how the clause could 
have been more aptly expressed to convey the meaning 
which the court ascribed to it. The only point in the de- 
cision calculated to excite surprise or question was the 
omission of the learned judges to refer in their judgments 
to the provisions of the County Courts Act, 1867, from 
which it was assumed in some quarters that, notwith- 
standing section 67 of the Act of 1873, they intended 
to decide that the words at the commencement of the rule, 
““subject to the provisions of the Act,” referred only to 
the first branch of the rule, and that the provisions of 
the Act of 1867 were now inapplicable to jury cases. 
Lord Ooleridge promptly supplied the omission by 
stating that it was not intended to decide that any part 
of ord. 55 was to be read otherwise than as governed by 
the words “subject to the provisions of this Act.” 
Mention had been made during the argument of the 67th 
section of the Act of 1873, and the court had, he be- 
lieved, intimated clearly that in their opinion each part 
of ord. 55 must be read subject to the provisions of sec- 
tion 67 of the Act of 1873, as well as subject to every 
other provision in the Acts referring to the same subject- 
matter. 





Ir HAS BEEN ANNOUNCED that the justices of the peace 
for the county of Middlesex do not intend to grant any 
“ occasional licences’ authorizing the sale of liquor at 
certain suburban races, and by this indirect but potent 
remedy it is hoped to “put down” those races. The 
question of the validity of action taken on the strength 
of a general resolution of this kind is not, perhaps, quite 
free from doubt. There is some authority for the posi- 
tion that the justice of the peace is bound to act upon 
some grounds, and, although he may refuse the required 
“consent” without reason assigned, he ought to hear 
the parties, and uot act simply on the strength of a 
general resolution come to by himself and his brother 
justices. (See Reg. v. Walsall Justices, 3 OC. L. R. 
100; Reg. v. Boteler, 33 L. J. M. C. 103.) But we 
think a consideration of the provisions of the Acts by 
which the granting of these licences is governed will 
show that it is extremely unlikely that any court would 
interfere with the action of the justices in the matter. 
By 25 Vict. c. 22, s. 13, itis provided that “it shall be 
lawful for the Inland Revenue, whenever they shall con- 
sider it conducive to public convenience, comfort, and 
order, and with the consents in writing of two justices 
of the peace usually acting at the petty sessional division 
within which the place of sale is situate,” to authorize 
the grant to any licensed victualler of “an occasional 
licence’ to sanction the sale of liquor at some other 
place than that for which his own licence is in force, for 
not more than three days, after sunrise and before sun- 
set. By 26 & 27 Vict. c. 33,8. 20, the open time was 
extended to one hour after sunset, and it was provided 
that the consent of one justice of the peace only should 


be necessary. By the Licensing Act of 1874, 6, 19, the 





—= 
open hours were still further extended to “such hour 
not earlier than sunrise until such hour not later than 
ten o’clock at night as may be specified in that behalf in 
the consent given by the justice of the peace for the 
granting of the occasional licence.” It will be seen 
the licence is subject to a double discretion—that of the 
Inland Revenue and the justice of the peace, and that 
the words guiding the discretion are applied to the 
former and not to the latter authority. The 

would seem to be that although a person may haye pre. 
vailed upon the Inland Revenue to consider it conducive 
to public convenience, comfort, and order to 
occasional licence, he has no right to so much as a 

ing by a justice disposed to withhold his consent, 





WE REGRET TO onsERVE that Mr. Chang A 
servant to one of the attachés of the Chinese em 
has been assaulted by a drunken Irishman, who explained 
that “‘he did not like the religion of these people”; but 
we really do not see why Mr. Knox should have been at 
so much pains to ‘‘ show by his sentence that the magis. 
trates were determined to protect strangers in London,” 
We have always understood that the function of 
magistrates is to protect every one equally, whether 
strangers or residents; and we cannot see that 
because Mr. Chang Amaou happened to be servant 
to the attaché of an embassy, the Irishman should 
get a heavier sentence than would otherwise have 
been allotted to him. How could the Irishman 
know that he occupied that position? If the assault 
amounted to an affront to the ambassador, that is 
a matter for the Government to deal with. Peter the 
Great, when his ambassador was taken out of his coach 
and arrested for debt, demanded that the sheriff of 
Middlesex and all concerned in the arrest should be 
punished with instant death, but we cannot believe 
that the Chinese Government would be equally 
irascible. It is true that some authorities lay it down that 
an indignity offered to the suite of an ambassador affects 
in some degree, ‘‘ the honour of the ambassador” ; but, 
on the other hand, as regards immunity from civil pr- 
cess, our courts have held that the privilege of the 
domestic servant of the ambassador is based on 
the ground that the arrest of the domestic servant 
might interfere with the comfort or state of the ambas- 
sador, and that, “where these are not interfered with 
atall, the ambassador is not interfered with ’’ (Taylorv. 
Best, 23 L. J. C. P. 89). 





Mr. Justice Field will take the chair at the ensuing 
anniversary festival of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Asso- 
ciation, on Wednesday, June 6 next, at the Albion 
Tavern. 


On Tuesday, in the Queen’s Bench Division, for the first 
time under the new provisions, the court in Bane for all 
purposes was constituted of a single judge, Mr. Justice 
Mellor, who said that, had he been aware of the novel and 
important character of the first case heard before him, 
he would have obtained the assistance of one of his 
brethren, but as it was he would take time to consider his 
judgment. 


The Shefield Independent says that at the Rotherham 
Police-court, on Tuesday, an important point was raised 
under the Education Act. The clerk to the Rawmarsh 
School Board was summoned by a ratepayer for unlawfully 
refusing to allow the complainant to take copies of, and 
extracts from, certain books and documents belonging to 
Board. The answer to the complaint was that the 
**document”’ did not include papers relating to matters or 
negotiations which were not complete, and that on that 
ground the complainant had not been allowed to see certaia 
correspondence. The bench, however, held that ‘‘ docu- 
ment” included letters on such matters, and fined the de- 
fendant a nominal sum, with costs. 
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THE MASTER OF THE ROLLS ON THE 
CHANCERY BLOCK. 


‘Wa have long entertained, as our readers doubtless well 
Jmow, the most sincere admiration for the ingenuity and 
‘tnde of the Master of the Rolls, but we think we 
never seen @ more striking instance of that remark- 
able facility of “ finding a way out of” the most per- 
situations, which is one of his distinguishing 
teristics, than he showed on Tuesday morning last, 
$n his “ allocution ”’ on the block in the Chancery Divi- 
It is well known that his lordship has been 
‘throughout the most strenuous and persistent opponent 
of any increase in the strength of the equity bench ; 
that it was mainly due to his interposition that the provi- 
sion for the appointment of an additional vice-chancellor, 
which was inserted in the Bill of 1873 at the suggestion 
of Lord Cairns, and with the assent of Lord Selborne, 
yas struck out in the Commons; and that he has ever 
since maintained, in spite alike of “‘ the inexorable logic 
of facts” and the unanimous voice of the profession, 
that “three good judges, to say nothing of four, would 
De able to keep down the work of the division without 
difficulty.” That he should have maintained this posi- 
tion so long, in spite of the steadily-increasing list of 
eauses ready and waiting for trial in the division, and 
the constantly accumulating testimony of all those best 
acquainted with the facts, of itself reflects great credit 
upon his tenacity of opinion, but it would seem that the 
paradox has at last been felt to be too startling to be 
left unexplained, and accordingly he has favoured us 
with an interpretation thereof even more bewildering 
than the dream itself. 

The court is blocked, it appears, with “ common law 
actions,’ and were they remitted to the other divisions 
“where they belong,” and the work of the Chancery 
Division restricted to the matters specially assigned to it 
in the Act, there would not be enough to keep the judges 
employed. Granted: but then what becomes of the 
policy of the Act? Just try the principle involved by 
an impartial application; the Act (section 34) specially 
assigns to each common law division all matters over 
which the court of corresponding name had exclusive 
jurisdiction before the Act, and to the Chancery Division 
aselection out of the matters over which the Court of 
Chancery had exclusive jurisdiction, leaving a great por- 
tion of the jurisdiction previously peculiar to courts of 
equity, and all matters in which there had been concur- 
reut jurisdiction at law and in equity, unenumerated. 
It, therefore, the business of each division were to 
be confined to the particulars assigned to it by 
the Act (and if this ought to be done in the 
Chancery Division, why not in all?), all these un- 
enumerated matters would be excluded altogether. But 
by the 35th section (which, though repealed by the Act 
of 1875, is re-enacted with a merely verbal amendment 
in the 11th section of that Act) a plaintiff is empowered 
to select his own division (subject to the power of 
transfer) in every case not coming within any of the 
élasses previously enumerated, that is, in the vast 
majority of the cases which arise. The observation 
of the Master of the Rolls, if it means any- 
thing, means that all these actions should be 
brought in the common law divisions. Why? Why 
should jurisdiction admittedly concurrent be exercised 
dy one judge rather than another? Not on account of 
any superior fitness in the common law judges or 
machinery—that is not pretended, and, indeed, the 
Master of the Rolls seems to admit the contrary ; not 
because of any such accumulation of business in one 
division only as to leave the others in want of work— 
the arrears are nearly as great and quite as embarrass- 
ing in the common law divisions as in chancery; not 
4n the ground of any economy of judicial force thereby 
attained—the average time ocoupied by the trial of an 
action at Nisi Prius somewhat exceeds that which would 
have been required for the trial of the same action before 





a judge alone, and the wholesale transfer of the “con- 
current matters” to the common law divisions would 
simply entail an augmentation of judicial force in those 
divisions somewhat greater than that required for dis- 
posing of them where they are. It is to be borne in 
mind that the Judicature Act has thrown upon the 
judges of the common law divisions a quantity of work 
which formerly fell upon the equity courts alone; the 
abolition of suits for injunctions to stay actions at law 
has relieved the equity judges of probably one-third of 
the “‘ heavy business” which used formerly to occupy 
their time, and has entailed upon their common law 
brethren the duty of hearing and deciding a vast number 
of actions which would hitherto have been withdrawn 
from their cognizance by injunction, and moreover of 
deciding these upon the equities between the parties. 
In other words the common law divisions have a great 
deal of their time taken up in the hearing of “ chancery 
suits.” Is it reasonable to object that a corresponding 
number of common law actions come to be tried in the 
Chancery Division ? 

But this is, in fact, stating the case too favourably for 
the Master of the Rolls. The equity suits now heard 
in the common law divisions would necessarily have 
been disposed of by the Court of Chancery before the 
Act, whereas it appears from his own iliustration that 
a great part of the business which the Master of the 
Rolls describes as “common law” is such as was 
habitually dealt with in courts of equity before the idea 
of “fusion” was ever heard of. Patent cases are no 
new feature in chancery practice. Since the passing of 
Sir John Rolt’s Act more than half the patent litigation 
has been disposed of in equity, and we doubt whether 
since the Judicature Act a single patent action has been 
assigned to the Chancery Division which would not 
have found its way there had the Act never been passed. 
Nuisance cases, again, have been of every day occurrence 
in chancery ever since the case of Lane v. Newdigate 
(10 Ves. 192), and were no novelty even then; and 
though it may be true that the effect of the 
Judicature Act (by which damages can be re- 
covered in the Chancery Division even though no 
injunction could ever have been obtained) may have 
somewhat increased the proportion of these actions which 
find their way into equity, the difference must be very 
small, and is probably more than compensated by the 
decision in Warner v. Murdock, which has, for the present 
at least, relieved this division from the conduct of trials 
by jury. 

When we consider that so persistent and ingeni- 
ous an opponent of the desired reform as the Mas- 
ter of the Rolls can find no better solution of the 
difficulty than the virtual repeal of the Judicature 
Act, and the exclusion from the Chancery Division of all 
the concurrent jurisdiction of the old Court of Chancery, 
no more cogent argument need be adduced to prove at 
once the reality of the block, and the necessity for ap- 
plying the only effectual remedy. 





It is announced that Mr. May, the Irish Attorney- 
General, has been appointed Lord Chief Justice of Ireland. 


On Thursday, before Grove, J., and Denman, J., sitting to 
hear appeals from inferior courts, when a case of Dizon v. 
Raggett, which had been tried before Mr. Commissioner Kerr, 
was called on for argument, Grove, J., remarked that he had 
no notes nor any document from the judge who tried the case, 
and that it had never been the custom of the court to hear 
an appeal without something of that description. It appeared 
the learned judge had taken no notes at the trial, but 
document was produced of which some part was in his 
handwriting, and which» the learned counsel said re- 

resented the circumstances of the case. The couré, 

owever, decided that the case should stand over, ip 
order that an application should be made to Mr. Commissioner 
Kerr either for notes or to vouch for the contents of this docu- 
ment. 
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ASSIGNMENTS OF os amet NOT UNDER 
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» 


Tax question of the rights and liabilities of the assignee 
of a lease not under seal, or of the grantee of the rever- 
sion upon such a lease, has long been attended with much 
doubt, and can hardly even yet be said to be satis- 
factorily settled. It rests upon the technical distinction 
between the effect of contracts under seal and contracts 
not under seal ; and, although it may be urged that in 
the present instance the result of the application of this 
distinction is beneficial, inasmuch as leases under seal 
are usually carefully prepared and framed with reference 
to all contingencies which are likely to occur, while the 
stipulations in parol tenancies are usually loose and 
undefined, and are based to a large extent on the 
personal confidence the parties to the original contract 
repose in each other, yet it can hardly be doubted that 
the effect of the distinction has often been unjust and in- 
convenient. In proof of this we need only cite the observa- 
tions of a learned judge who cannot be accused of a want 
of appreciation of the benefits of technical distinctions. 
In Buckworth v. Simpson (1 Cr. M. & R. 834) the ques- 
tion arose whether, where the executors of a tenant from 
year to year, under an agreement not under seal, had 
continued to occupy and had paid rent, they were 
chargeable in their personal character upon stipu- 
lations in the agreement relating to cultivation and 
repairs. Parke, B., in his judgment, thus stated 
the reasons which led to the decision of the 
court that they were so chargeable:-—‘‘ The pro- 
mise alleged to have been made by the defendants 
was that, in consideration of the plaintiff permitting 
them to continue in occupation of the premises, and 
omitting to give notice according to the terms of the 
agreement, they would perform the agreement in all things 
to be performed on the behalf of [the original lessee]. 
The question is whether this promise can be implied by 


law. I am of opinion that it is an implication of law, 
arising from the situation of the parties; and if it were 
not so, great inconvenience would be felt, for this species 


of holding is very common. The nature of the demise is 
this : that the party taking is to hold on from year to year, 
so long as the parties shall please, with the power of 
notifying that dissent by giving a notice to quit. Sup- 
pose the land descends to the heir-at-law, and he omits 
to signify his dissent to its continuance by giving notice 
to quit, the tenancy will continue. Again, if the tenant 
assigns, and the landlord does not give notice, the assignee 
must hold on the same terms. That contract the law 
will imply ; otherwise the consequence would be that no 
action could be brought on the original demise when 
there is an occupation from year to year and the tenant 
assigns, for there is no contract whatever unless the 
original contract is transferred by the operation of law. 
It was contended, however, that the executors of the 
original landlord, when he is dead, must bring an action 
against the personal representative of the original tenant. 
would be very inconvenient; and therefore it is 

to hold that a new relation of landlord and tenant 

by implication from the situation 


is to be implied on the old terms. 
the payment of rent or the performance 
act the agreement; the mere 


, in the case of a tenancy from year to year, 





lS 

the tenant has occupied and the landlord has not given, 
notice to quit, are treated as sufficient to raise the impli 
cation of law. a 

Now, if we turn to the case of Hiliott v. Johnson (15. 
W. R. 253, L. R. 2 Q. B. 120), we shall find the 
doctrine developed by two learned judges of the Court 
of Queen’s Bench. The question there was whether the 
assignee of a parol tenancy from year to year of a 
who had occupied the farm, could enforce a term of the 
original tenancy relating to payment for certain 
by the landlord at a valuation at the end of the 
tenancy. The learned judges interpret Buckworth y 
Simpson as follows :— It would seem to follow from 
Buckworth v. Simpson,” says Mellor, J. (p. 124), “tha: 
some act, such as payment and acceptance of rent, must 
occur in order to create a binding tenaney between the 
plaintiff and defendant. I think in this case if the lang. 
lord had done any act to show that he accepted the 
assignee as his tenant, then a new tenancy would have 
been created on the terms of the old tenancy between tho. 
defendant and the [tenant’s assignee]; but without some 
act done it appears to me to be contrary to every 
ciple of law to assume that there is a liability which the 
assignee could enforce as between himself and the 
original landlord.” And Lush, J., lays down the 
same rule, saying that “there is no instance in 
which the mere assignment of a parol 
has been held to pass to the assignees the right to enforce 
collateral stipulations. If,” he added, “ there had been 
any facts in the case similar to those which existed in 
Buckworth v. Simpson, from which we could have 
drawn the inference that the landlord had consented to 
the substitution of the assignee in the place of the 
original tenant, that would have created a new contract 
between the plaintiff and the defendant, and then we 
should have drawn the inference that it would be on the 
same terms as that existing between the defendant and 
the original lessee. But those facts are al 
wanting.” In Smith v. Eggington (L. R. 9 C.P. 145) again, 
the whole question of whether, after a grant of the re- 
version there was or was not a “recognition of the 
original tenancy,” or a new tenancy on the same terms, 
is treated as a question of fact for the jury. It is tre 
that the decision was not necessarily inconsistent with 
the principle laid down in Buckworth v. Simpson, 
because there was evidence of negotiations with re- 
ference to a tenancy on new terms, which might 
be held to rebut the implication that the tenancy 
was to be on the old terms. But the learned judges do 
not deal with the case in this way. They recognize no- 
such thing as an implication of law resulting from the 
situation of the parties. They say in effect, Since the 
Contract was not by deed it cannot pass with the rever- 
sion; the only question therefore is, has there been any 
recognition of that contract by the grantee of the re 
version ? 


It is stated that the proposal to arraign the members 
of the late Danish Cabinet before the Supreme Tribunal’ 
(the Rigsret) has been passed. 


Mr. Miles Walker Mattinson, barrister-at-law, bas just 
been awarded the “‘ Arden Scholarship” at Gray's-ina, 
value £60, for three years. The scholarship for exee- 
lence in English law is open to any member of Gray’s-inn 
who has taken honours in the examination for call & 
the bar. 


A special meeting of the Liverpool Town Council wae 
held on Friday, the 26th ult., for the purpose of appointing 
a clerk of the in the place of the Jate Mr. Peter 
Wright. The attached to the office, which was all 
to by several mem as almost a sinecure, was! 
£600, Some discussion took place as to the selection of 
successor to Mr. Wright, and ultimately the town clerk w# 
appointed to fulfil the duties tem , in order that the 
merits of the candidates might be more leisurely eat 
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Rehtews. 
THE JUDICATURE ACTS. 


| fue Jupicarure Acts, 1873 anp 1875; conrarmnING THE 


Sraxutes, Rutes or Court, anp Orpers in Counc, 
wire Notes; rormine A Practice or THE SuPReME 
Court. By J. M. Lety and W. D. I. Fovtxss, 
Barristers-at-law. Second Edition. H. Sweet. 


This new edition of Messrs. Lely and Foulkes’ book (for 


which, it appears, Mr. Lely is responsible) contains the 


te Jurisdiction Act, with the new standing orders, 
and incorporates in their proper places the rules of court 


. jgsued since the former edition, including those of Decem- 


ber last. The cases are given almost up to the very time 
of publication ; thus we observe, under ord. 34, the case 
of Metropolitan Beard of Works v. New River Company 
(25 W. R. 175), decided on appeal on December 6 
Jast; and, under ord. 12, the case of The Vivar (ante, p. 
146). We have not observed any material omission of 
cases decided in court; but we notice a few small inac- 
curacies in the position and statement of the cases—e.g., 
Bolton v. Bolton (24 W. R. 426), is given under r. 2 of 
ord, 37 instead of r. 4 of that order; National 
Funds Assurance Company (No. 1), on p. 257, is stated 
to have decided that “as there is no time for entering 
an appeal fixed by this rule [ord. 58, r. 8], the old 
chancery practice in appeal motions will be followed, 
and the motion must be before the day named in the 
motion,” which is not very intelligible; and on p. 208, 
ord. 36, r. 4a, is said to have been “ apparently suggested 
by Litton v. Litton (24 W. R. 962),” whereas the fact is 
that Litton v. Litton was decided after r. 4a had come 
into force. We are bound to say, however, that we 
have found the inaccuracies very few, and the cases are 
in general well stated, not in the language of head-notes, 
but briefly and intelligently. A selection is given from 
the cases decided at chambers, and we find, under ord. 
3,1.6, Butterworth v. Tee duly referred to; but the 
decision of the Master of the Rolls in Delasauw v. 
Barling (20 Sortcrrors’ Journat, p. 299) appears to have 
escaped attention. We could have dispensed with some 
of the extracts in the notes from the Judicature 
Commissioners’ reports, and with some other matter 
which was appropriate enough in the first edition, when 
“every one was ignorant of the new practice. On the 
‘whole, however, the work, as it now stands, constitutes 
_& very handy and well-arranged edition of the Acts. 





The Philadelphia correspondent of the Times telegraphs 
the following account of the electoral count :—‘‘ The elec- 
toral count began to-day in the House, crowded galleries 
attending. . No troops So chon They were as considered 
necessary, but 100 special policemen were on duty under the 
Sergeants-at-Arms of Congress. Vice-President Perry pre- 
titel, 0 ning the certificates. Speaker Randall sat along- 
. certificates when opened were handed to four 
tellers, Senators Allison and Ingalls, Republican represen- 
tatives ; Cook and Stone, Democrats. The certificates were 
Tead in full, the States calied alphabetically. The 
count was made without objection, thus: Alabama and 
Arkansas for Tilden; California and Colorado for Hayes ; 
Connecticut and Delaware for Tilden. Florida was then 
¢alled; and, on double returns being read, the Vice-Pre- 
sident announced that under the electoral law Florida goes 
The connt here ceased, and 
‘will not be renewed till the tribunal has decided the case of 
Florida. The Senate returned to its chamber, each House 
tesuming ordinary legislation. The tribunal assembled in 
the Supreme Court immediately and took into consideration 
‘the Florida case. Each y will present ments by 


; the Ropienns rabviohig illiam M. Evarts and 
Bt Matthews, with others; the Democrats, Lyman 
mbuill, Jeremiah S. Black, and Matthew H. Carpenter. 


While the arguments will be heard in public the tribunal 
will deliberate secretly.” . 





Cases uf the Weck. 


Dismissing APPEAL ror Want oF ProsecuTIoN—Se- 
CURITY FoR Costs.—In a case of Judd v. Green an order 
was made by the Court of Appeal on the 25th of April, 
1876, that the appellants should give security for the costs 
of the appeal, and that the appeal should not be set down for 
fourteen days after the security had been given (20 Soxict- 
ToRs’ JOURNAL, p.500). Onthe2ndinst., application was made 
by the respondent that the appeal might be dismissed, on the 
ground that the appellants had not yet complied with the 
order that sas should give security for costs. The appellants 
asked for further time, but the court refused to allow this, 
and made an order dismissing the appeal, giving the re- 

mdents the costs of the motion to dismiss, as well as of 

e motion for security for costs. 


RzpureD OwnersHIP—Cwosk in AcTioON—DEBENTURE 
or CompaNy—Desr pvE TO BanKRUPT IN THE COURSE OF 
His TraDE—Banxarvptcy Act, 1869, s. 15, suB-secTion 5. 
—In a case of Re Pryce, heard by the Chief Judge on the 
29th of January, the question was raised whether a deben- 
ture of a joint stock company is a chose im action, and, 
therefore, not within the reputed ownership clause. In Ez 
parte Union Bank of Manchester (19 W. R. 872, L. R. 12 
Eq. 354) it was held that shares in a company are not choses 
in action, and that they are consequently not excepted from 
the operation of that clause, but the question appears not to 
have been, previously to Re Pryce, raised with regard to de- 
bentures. The facts were these :—Pryce, a trader, on the 
3rd of March deposited a debenture for £100 of a company 
called the Battle Mountain Mining Company, with one of 
his creditors, to secure a sum of £100 which he owed him, 
at the same time indorsing the debenture in blank. The 
debenture was in the form of an undertaking by the com- 
pany, in consideration of £100 paid to them by Pryce, to 
pay to him, his executors, administrators, or assigns, on the 
31st of December, 1877, the £100, with interest, and the 
company moreover charged their undertaking, mines, 
minerals, land, works, property, and effects with the pay- 
ment of the £100 and interest. The company’s articles of 
association contained no provisions with regard to the issue 
of debentures, but the company kept a register of the holders 
of debentures, and no person could be registered as the 
holder of a debenture without the production of the deben- 
ture at the company’s office. The creditor gave notice to 
the company on the 15th of March that the debenture had 
been assigned to him. But on the 11th of March Pryce 
had committed an act of bankruptcy, upon which 
he was on the 25th of April adjudicated a bankrupt. The 
trustee claimed the debenture as having been in the bank- 
rupt’s order and disposition at the commencement of the 
bankruptcy. The judge of the Liverpool County Court 
held that the debenture was a chose i action, and, 
therefore, not within the reputed ownership clause. But 
he was also of opinion that the indorsement in blank passed 
no legal title to the creditor, and that no valid equitable 
mortgage was constituted until notice of the assign ment was 

iven to the company. And, the notice to the company not 
ving been given until after the commission of the act of 
bankruptcy, his honour held that the trustee had the better 
title to the debenture. The Chief Judge concurred in hold- 
ing that the debenture was a chose in action, He said that 
it was emphatically that and nothing else. But he held 
that notice tothe company of the assignment was unn 
as between the creditor and the trastee, and that the cred- 
itor, there being no question of priority as between him and 
any other mortgagee, had a complete equitable title. This 
decision was based upon the principle of Burn v. Carvatho 
(4 M. & C. 690). It was attempted, however, to support the 
ecision of the county court judge upon another ground, 
which was this:—The 15th sub-section of section 5 of the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1869, exeludes from the operation of re- 
uted ownership things in action ‘‘other than debts due 
to the bankrupt in the course of his trade or business” It 
was argued that these words must be taken to mean during 
the period of his trading, and for this reason: A man who 
is @ trader contracts a great number of debts which have no 
connection with his e—such, for instance, as debts to his 
butcher and his baker. But, as he is in fact a trader, his 
butcher or his baker can make him a bankrupt as a trader, 
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thongh their debts are not trade debts. In the same way, 
it was argued, the intention of the Act was not to exclude 
from the operation of the reputed ownership clause any 
debts due to a trader or any choses in action belonging to 
him during the period of his trading, even though these 
debts or choses in action were not actually connected with 
the trade. The Chief Judge refused to accede to this in- 
genious argument, observing that, if it was well founded, it 
would follow that every investment made by a trader must 
be considered as a debt due to him in tbe course of his trade. 
That, he thought, could not have been the intention of the 
Legislature, and he held that the creditor was entitled tothe 
debenture. 


CoMPOSITION—REGISTRATION OF REsOLUTIONS—PRoxY 
1s BianK—VOTE TENDERED AFTER SENSE oF MEETING 
TAKEN—NoricE To DissENTIENT CREDITOR OF APPLICATION 
TO REGISTER—BaNkKRUPTcyY Rvuwzs, 1870, RR. 85, 271, 275, 
295.—In another case of Re Lancaster, heard the same day, 
several questions of practical importance with regard to the 
validity of composition resolutions arose. The first ques- 
tion was this :—A creditor, before the first meeting of credit- 
ors under a liquidation petition, made an affidavit of proof 
of bis debt, and signed at the foot of it (according to No. 
32 of the Bankruptcy Forms of 1870) a form of proxy, but 
he omitted to fill in the name of any person as proxy. He, 
however, handed the affidavit to his solicitor, and instructed 
him verbally to attend the meeting of creditors on his be- 
half, and to vote in favour of the composition which he was 
aware that the debtor intended to offer. The Chief Judge 
held that this proxy was not ‘‘an instrument in writing 
under the hand of the creditor’? in compliance with r. 85, 
and that the vote of the solicitor could not be received, 
though ke, upon the objection to the proxy being taken at the 
meeting, had himself filled up the blank with his own name 
as the proxy. The second point was this :—The solicitor did 
not tender the proof, or claim to vote, until after the votes 
of the otber creditors had been counted, and it bad been 
ascertained that there was not a sufficient majority to carry 
the composition. The Chief Judge held, on the principle 
of the decision in Ex parte Till] (23 W.R. 670, L. R. 10 Ch. 
631), that, the votes having been counted and the sense of 
the meeting ascertained, the meeting was then practically 
at an end, and no further vote could be taken. The third 

int was this :—The vote tendered by the solicitor was, in 

t, received by the chairman, and, the proof being of suffi- 
cient amount to constitute the necessary majority in favour 
ot the composition, the composition resolutions were de- 
clared to be carried. But a memorandum of the objection 
to the proxy, which had been raised by one of the dissen- 
tient creditors, was indorsed on the proof,and was signed 
by the chairman in compliance with the provisions of r. 
271. The resolutions were confirmed at the second 
mescting of the ereditors, and were afterwards in due 
course carried in for registration. The creditor who 
had taken the objection to the prory was not present 
to oppose the registration, and he had given no notice 
under r. 295 of his desire to be heard thereon. But, on 
the other band, no notice had been sent to him of the ap- 
plication for registration. The registrar required an affi- 
davit to be made by the solicitor to explain how it was 
that the proxy was originally signed in blank, and, 
being satisfied with the explanation given, he registered 
the resolutions. The dissentient creditor afterwards ap- 
plied to have the registration vacated, and, his application 
having been refused in the county court, he appealed to the 
Chief Judge. On his behalf it was urged that notice ought 
to have been given to him of the application for registra- 
tion, so as to give him an opportunity of attending and 
opposing the registration, and it was contended that the 
indoreement on the proof was a sufficient notice by him to 
the registrar of his desire to be heard upon the application 
to register. On the other side, it was argued that a 
creditor who desires to oppose the registration of resolu- 
tions is bound, under r. 295, to give @ distinct notiee to 
the registrar of his desire to be heard, and that, if he does 
not do so, any objection which he may have previously 
raised is to be treated as abandoned. The Chief Judge 
held that it was the duty of the debtor’s solicitor to give 
notice to the objecting creditor of the application to register, 
and that, as this had not been done, the registration (on 
this ground a6 well as on the others) was invalid, and must 





ee 
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be vaeated. The decision on the latter point is worthy of 
note, inasmuch as the judge of the county court 

shire) stated that in his court it is not the praotice to givg 
any notice of an application to register to objecting 
creditors, it being considered that, if they intend to ingigt 
on their objections they must themselves give notiog to 
the registrar. It was, however, stated in the courge of the 
argument before the Chief Judge that the practice in the 
London court is the other way. 


Costs—Orp. 55.—The case of Parsons v. Tinling, which 
came before the Common Pleas Division on the 30th ult, 
was an action of libel in which the plaintiff had recovered 
@ verdict for one farthing damages. Lopes, J.; before 
whom the case was tried, refused to make any order either 
to give or deprive the plaintiff of his costs, leaving him tg 
his rights at law. Mr. Justice Hawkins was then appli 
to at chambers for an order to have the plaintiff's cogtg 
taxed, but he, also, refused to make the order asked, and 
the matter then came before the court in Banc by way of 
appeal from the decision of Mr. Justice Hawkins. It wag 
contended for the defendant that ord. 55 did not re 
the existing enactments as to costs, and that the words 
“follow the event’? must be held to mean follow the 
legal event ; in other words, that the plaintiff was to have 
costs only if by the existing law he was entitled to 
and in the present case, inasmuch as the damages were 
under 40s., and the judge before whom the action wag 
tried had not certified in accordance with the provisiong 
of 3 & 4 Vict. c. 24, 8. 2, the plaintiff was not entitled to 
his costs. The court, however, refused to accede to this 
view, and delivered judgment for the plaintiff, holding that 
ord. 55 impliedly repealed the previous acts as to costa, 
To hold otherwise would, Lord Coleridge said, be to “in. 
troduce uncertainty in a matter which Parliament wished 
to make clear.” 





Sucieties. 


BIRMINGHAM LAW SOCIETY. 


On Wednesday afternoon the annual meeting of the 
members of the Birmingham Law Society was held in the 
society’s library, Wellington-passage, Bennett’s-hill, under 
the presidency of Mr. Arthur Ryland. Amongst those 
present were Messrs. W. 8S. Allen, 8S. Balden, jan., A. 
Canning, J. B. Carslake, C. Davies, T. S. Eddowes, W, 
Evans, G. J, Johnson, E. H. Lee, T. G. Lee, L. W. Lewis, 
J. Marigold, T. Martineau, C. E. Mathews, 8S. J. Mitchell, 
W. Morgan, H. Parish, A. Pointon, W. H. Powell, EB. B, 
Rawlings, Joseph Rowlands, Jacob Rowlands, L. P. 
Rowley, C. T. Saunders, T. E. Spencer, A. Van Wart, B. 
Weekes, and Thomas Horton (hon. sec.). 

The follcwing is a copy of the report of the committee:— 

Your committee, at their first meeting, re-elected as officers 
for the year—Mr. G. J. Johnson, president; Mr. T. Martin- 
eau, vice-president ; and Mr. T. Horton, honorary pane | 
and treasurer. Mr. Johnson in October last resigned 
office, to enable the president of your society for the year 
1877 to be elected an extraordinary member of the Council 
of the Incorporated Law Society, and thereon Mr. Ryland 
was unanimously named his successor. The society numbers 
at this date 190 members as against 176 for the year 1875. 
Your committee record the loss by death of two members— 
Mr. T. Chauntler and Mr. J. B. York. The treasurer's ao 
counts for the year show a small balance in favour of the 
society on the general and also on the library bi 
account. The account of the library extension fund is 
anced and closed. 

Library Buildings.—Your committee report the com 
pletion and occupation by the society of the new buildings 
in August last. The fittings, with the cost of 
and additions to the original design, have brought up the 
total expenditure to the sum of £2,500. The excessof 
£500 upon the original estimate has been met by a further 
issue of debentures, taken by Messrs. J. Anseil, J. B. 


Clarke, J. Chirm, C. Harding, and Joseph Rowlands. The 


debentures have been issued and the deed securing the 
same has been completed, and the library buildings 
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, Mecers. J. B. Carslake, W. Johnson, and H. H. Lee as 
for securing the debenture debt and interest. 
committee desire here to record that, deeming it 
nt for the society to have possession of the base- 
get room, which, under the original arrangement with 
R. H. Milward, as lessor of the site of the library, 
been reserved to him fora term of years at a nominal 
rent, their application to-Mr. Milward with reference 
thereto was promptly answered by a waiver io favour of 
the society Of the reserved interest; and your committee, 
on the request of Mr. Milward, conceded to him certain 
ts on @ possible alteration of his offices, which will 
not, in the opinion of your committee, prejudicially affect 
the society’s property. 
ry.—The new text-books and legal publications of 
the year, with the current series of the reports, have been 
in the library. Your committee have also expended 
qn Jegal and jurisprudential works the balance of the dona- 
tions to the library extension fund carried over from 1875, 
with the further donations received subsequent to the issuing 
of their report for that year. The treasurer's accounts 
appended to this report show the further donations made to 
this fund, and the total amount received and expended. 
Your committee venture to hope that the additions which 
the library extension fund has enabled them to make have 
rendered some departments now almost complete, and in 
others have formed an efficient working library. A new 
dition of the catalogue is much needed, but the charges 
upon the society’s income for the present will preclude the 
undertaking of the same as a part of the ordinary expendi- 


ture. 

Articled Clerks.—The anticipations of your committee 
as to the beneficial effect of the reduction of the subscrip- 
tion of articled clerks have been fully realized, forty 
articled clerks having applied for and been admitted to the 
privileges of the user of the library. In order to farther 
the objects of the Law Students’ Society, your committee 
have arranged for their meetings for discussion and debate 
being held in your library-room, under regulatiens pro- 

by your committee, and which were at once accepted 

the students’ society. To the same end your commit- 

tee have also allowed the students’ society’s Jibrary to be 

placed in the basement room of the library building, under 
the charge of your librarian. 

Legislation of the Year.—Your committee have had 
under consideration ihe various measures introduoed during 
the year to the Legislature involving legal or jurispraden- 
tial questions, and, where necessary, action was taken 
with reference thereto. Among the measures referred to 
may be mentioned the Cheques on Bankers Bill, the Homi- 
cide Law Amendment Bill, the Supreme Court of Judica- 
ture Act, 1875, Amendment Bill, Barristers’ Fees Bill, 
Criminal Law Evidence Bill, Real Estate Intestacy Bill, 
Commons Enclosure Bill, Appellate Jurisdiction Bill, and 
Offences against the Person Bill. 

Assize District—This important subject has, your commit- 
tee are glad to notice, been again under consideration of the 
town council, and a memorial with reference thereto from 
that body has been laid before the Lord Chancellor and the 

e Secretary. This memorial urged the formation of an 
assize district for civil and criminal business, taken from the 
counties of Warwick, Worcester and Stafford, with Birming- 
ham as the assize town. Your committee believe that the 
pend of the proposed assize and assize district cannot long 

deferred, now it is demanded, not only by the legal pro- 
fession, but by the other members of the community interested 
in the efficient administration of justice in so important a 
ion of the Midland counties. Your committee have also 
under consideration a suggestion from the late mayor for 

the change of the site of the proposed law courts from New 
Edmund-streetto the vicinity of the Old-squareand afterexam- 
ination of the plans of the courts pro to be erected in 
New Edmund-street, your committee determined to present 
& memorial to the town council deprecating the proposed 
change of site, and asking that, before building plans were 
definitely approved, the same should be submitted to your 
committee for consideration with reference to the details 
of the accommodation to be provided. This memorial was 
to the committee of the council charged with the 


Parliamentary Agency —The report of the joint select 
th Houses of Parliament on the sub- 
oot of parliamentary agency, with the evidence, was 





considered by the committee. By the report it is 
proposed to form a roll of practitioners who alone are 
to be authorized to practise as parliamentary agents, 
and to which in the future admission should be ob- 
tained by a special examination as to fitness. The 
select. committee also advised a special rule forbidding 
the practice (now general in all legal agency business) of a 
division of the charges of a parliamentary agent between 
himself and a solicitor. With reference to these recom- 
mendations your committee passed the following resolutions : 
—“That, in the opinion of this society, it is not advisable 
to attempt to impose any restrictions upon the practice of 
parliamentary agents dividing their charges with the country 
solicitots who instruct them, and that such prohibition 
would not lessen the present cost of parliamentary proceed- 
ings.” ‘* That every solicitor now on the roll should be 
eligible to practise as a parliamentary agent without further 
examinatien.” These views were embodied in a petition 
presented to both Houses of Parliament, and energetic action 
in furtherance of the same end was also taken on the part 
of the Incorporated Law Society and the Associated Provin- 
cial Law Societies. The resolutions proposed in the 
Commons to give effect to the suggested regulations were 
ultimately withdrawn at the end of the session. 

Auction Sales—Allowance of Commission by Auctioneers.— 
Your committee have under consideration the discussion 
in the public press on the alleged allowance or payment 
by auctioneers of a commission to the solicitors instract- 
ing them, or having the legal charge of a sale. Your 
committee believe that no such practice exists in Birming- 
ham, and they fully adopt the views of the Council of the 
Incorporated Law Society, who have condemned such a 
practice as ‘ wholly unprofessional and unjustifiable.’ ” 


The CHarrMaN, in moving the adoption of the report, 
remarked that it was contemplated by persons of no mean 
influence to re-arrange the courts in the country, and as 
it appeared to him upon the lines which he knew some of 
the commissioners very much approved of, and had abso- 
lutely prepared a scheme providing in six or eight centres 
of the country for courts which really might be branches 
of the High Court of Justice; the object no doubt being to 
lessen the work done in London, and te induce practi- 
tioners, or compel them, to have their actions tried away 
from London. Referring to the statement in the report with 
reference tothe parliamentary agency, he expressed the 
hope that those who had not read the report of the joint 
select committee of both Houses of Parliament would make 
themselves acquainted with it, because the subject would 
crop up again. It was important that there should be an 
intelligent public opinion, and if people would read those 
reports they would see that the attempt which was made 
last session to create a monopoly could not be beneficial to 
the public or to practitioners. The society had always 
acted upon the principle of never asking for any alteration 
of the law which was not based upon the benefit of their 
clients ; they had never taken any action in any legal re- 
form which went upon any other line. He was perfectly 
satisfied that in the interests of the client the suggestions 
made by the old parliamentary agents should not be 
adopted. They would see by the report that the 
committee condemned the practice of allowances be- 
ing taken by solicitors from auctioneers. The sub- 
ject had created considerable discussion in the Times 
and other newspapers; but, speaking for himself, dur- 
ing a period of over forty years, he never knew either his 
own office or any other share any commission with an auction- 
eer—and he did not think the committee used language too 
abrong when they characterized the practice as unprofessional 
and unjustifiable. He heard, although he could hardly believe 
it, that other commissions were supposed to be granted 
between accountants and solicitors, but he bdelieved that if 
any one of their body were to be a party toanything of the kind, 
whether he were an auctioneer or an accountant, he would 
be regarded as a black sheep and as guilty of conduct which 
ought to be considered by the committee of the society as un- 
professional. 

Mr. Josrpn Row.anps, in seconding the proposition, said 
they were all very much indebted to the committee for the 
able report ‘which they had issued, and he felt sure that the 
sentiments there expressed would receive the approval of the 
whole of the profession of Birmingham. He dia not — 
that it was desirable to postpone the change in the holding 
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of the assizes, viz, from Warwick to Birmingham, 
until an assize district was formed. On the contrary, 
he was of opiniun that it would be better to make that 
change at once, and that it would be to the advantage 
of the town from a pecuniary point of view. If they 
considered the expense the town was put to year by 
year in the removal of prisoners from Birmingham to 
Warwick, the attendance of numerous policemen and wit- 
nesses and professional men, all of which had to be borne 
by the borough, and the greater part of which would be 
saved if the prisoners were tried at Birmingham, he thought 
they would come to the conclusion that the expense which 
could be saved would go a long way to pay the whole of 
the interest upon the outlay which would be necessary in 
the erection of assize courts in Birmingham. Besides 
which there would be a great advantage indirectly to the 
shopkeepers. The erection of assize courts at once woald 
be the getting in of the thin edge of the wedge, and 
it would be much easier after to get an assize district 
formed. 

Mr. Martineau said the matter had proceeded rather 
farther in the town council than the report indicated. The 
town council had considered the very points that had been 
raised that afternoon, and had acted upon them, because in 
March last year a resolution was passed in favour of the 
erection of assize courts in Birmingham, thereby anticipat- 
ing the future formation of an assize district. Owing to the 
extension of municipal work there had been some delay in 
the selection of a site for the courts, but it was hoped a dis- 
trict would be formed—that was, for criminal purposes. For 
civil purposes it seemed to him quite unnecessary, because 
a plaintiff had the option now of saying where he proposed 
to try his action; therefore there was nothing obligatory 
on the plaintiff, subject to the ordinary rules, totry in any 
one particular court. They might, however, look forward 
to Birmingham having a large preference in consequence 
of its being central, and having such excellent railway ac- 
commodation. He thought there were few towns in Eng- 
land that had such railway accommodation. 

The CuarnMan remarked that he quite approved of what 
the council had done, and he was satisfied that the 
right course to adopt was to provide a good building 
first. 

The proposition was carried unanimously. 

Upon the motion of Mr. 8. Ba.pEn, jun., seconded by 
Mr. Srencer, Messrs. T. G. Lee and 4 Parish were ap- 
pointed scrutineers ; and upon the motion of Mr. PowELL 
a vote of thanks was passed to the retiring auditors, 
Messrs. Spencer and Canning, and Messrs. Dimbleby and 
W. Hornblower were appointed auditors for the ensuing 


year. 

Mr. C. T. Saunpgrs then moved—“ That this meeting 
desires to record the opinion that the receipt by solicitors 
of & commission from auctioneers, or any division of 
charges made by auctioneers between them and the solici- 
tors concerned in the auction sale, is, to use the words of 
the Incorporated Law Society, wholly unprofessional and 
unjustifiable.” 

Mr. Manicoxp, in seconding the proposition, observed 
that he could only believe that if a member of their pro- 
fession had been in the habit of dividing fees with auctioneers 
it must have been done under a misapprebension, and he felt 
that, after the very strong words with which the resolution 
concluded, the practice would be discontinued, whilst any one 
who was prepared to justify the practice would be heard by 
the society through its committee upon his defence. 

The motion was carried. 

Mr. C. E. Matuews proposed a vote of thanks to Mr. 
Thos. Horton for his valuable services, not only to the 
society, but to the profession generally. 

Mr. Mitrcnei1 seconded the proposition, and it was 


carried unanimously. 

Mr. Hortor, in acknowledging the compliment, referred 
to the improved condition of the li , the desirability of 
farther additions, and the necessity for printing a new 
— of the cata i le 

he meeting unanimously and with thanks accepted the 
hon. sounieny’s offer to edit a new edition of the catalogue, 
and resolved to provide him with the necessary funds for 


en the seg Meyed eases § the catalogue, 
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BIRMINGHAM LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY, — 


The annual meeting and dinner of the Birmingham Lay 
Students’ Society was held on Tuesday evening at. thy 
Midland Hotel, New-street. Mr. W. Forsyth, Q.C., MP, 

resided, and amongst those present were Messrs. W. H, B. 
em (barrister-at-law), S. Balden, W. Johnson, T; R 
Gem, B. Weekes, F. Caddick, Crowther Davies, Van Wart, 
R. Free, R. Duke, T. E. Spencer, Jacob Rowlands, E, B. 
Rawlings, J. Redgrave, H. Parish, J. B. Hebbert, §, R 
Shore (secretary), H. M. Goodman (treasurer), A, & 
Rosenthal, &c. Letters of apology were announced from 
Messrs. J. Motteram, Q.C., J. Loxdale Warren, A, Young, 
Jesse Herbert, A. Ryland, C. T. Saunders, G. J. Johnson, 
T. Horton, T. Martineau, H. W. Tyndall, &. 

After the usual toasts, the SzcreTary (Mr. Shore) Tead the 
annual report, which stated that never had the society stood 
so high or been so successful as now. Birmingham was now by 
far the largest law students’ society in the kingdom, London 
not excepted, besides being one of the oldest. During the 

ast year twenty new ordinary members and seven 

ad been elected; four out of the twenty-seven 
graduates, and five students had passed into the 
of solicitors. The society now consisted of 201 hon, mem. 
bers and sixty-seven ordinary, being a considerable 
increase upon last year. Of ordinary meetings, which had 
now reached the namber of 600 exactly, nineteen werg 
held last year for the putpose of discussing legal or juris- 
prudential moot points. The average attendance had 
been twenty-one members per meeting. Three special 
meetings were held last year—one for discussing the pro- 
visions of Lord Selborne’s School of Law Bill, another. 
for considering the offer of the Birmingham Lew 
Society of the use by the students’ society of their new 
library-room, and the third for the purpose of revising the 
rules. Four exceedingly interesting and instructive 
lectures had been delivered during the past year, two by 
Mr. G. J. Johnson, one by Mr. N. Nathan, and one by Mr, 
Loxdale Warren, to whom the society expressed its thanks, 
The committee referred with gratification to the transfer 
of the society’s library to the premises of the Birmingham 
Incorporated Law Society. In conclusion, the committes 
urged upon the members the necessity of regular attend. 
ance, and the importance of all articled clerks 
members of the society. The treasurer’s repart 
that there was a balance in hand of £9 16s, 2d. 

Mr. Lowe proposed the adoption of the report, remarke 
ing that the society could not wish to be in a better positios 
than the present. 

Mr. Spencer seconded the motion, and it was carried. 

On the motion of Mr. Cannina, Messrs. Hadley and 
Cresswell were elected auditors for the ensuing year. 

Mr. Crowruer Davizs, in seconding the motion for 
their appointment, observed that the present law library 
of Birmingham was by no means inferior to that of any 
library out of London. He thought if that fact were 
generally known, the library would receive even greater 
support than it did. 

The Cuarmman then delivered an address to the students. 
He said that when first invited to preside at that gathering 
his first impulse was to decline. Considering the debt, 
however, which every lawyer was said to owe to his 
profession, he had thought that in some degree he might 
show his desire to pay that debt by showing his 
interest in the youthful members of the profession who 
were devoting themselves to the task of self-education. 
At a similar meeting at Clement’s-inn, London, the week 
before last, he tried to give the students some practical hints 
about the art of public speaking. It was impossible to exag- 
gerate the importance of the system of the Birmingham law 
students in meeting to discuss questions of law. ‘The danger 
of the solicitor was that of falling into habits of routine sad 
technicality, and nothing could be better suited to make a maa 
8 sound and accurate lawyer than the habit in youth of dis 
cussing, as it were in an open court, questions of law. He 
advised them, above all things, to stady the principles of law. 
Otherwise they would be merely empirical—he was almost, 


going to sa iapeetere—ia the profession of the law; they “ 
would not be able to advise there clients safely, and if they 


did that to a great extent he had no hesitation in saying 
would be getting money under false pretences, bove 
things, therefore, their duty was to study the law scientifically, 
and make themselves masters of its principles, He did no 
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thiak, however, they should confine themselves solely to 
testady of the law. No doubt their first duty was to 
make themselves good lawyers ; but he advised them to 
literature, which might be cultivated with advan- 
tage to themselves and with success. There had been a 
deal said lately about the advisability of amalgamat- 
fou two professions of the barrister and solicitor. He 
was not sarprised that the outside public should see no 
sible reason why those two branches of the profession 
ghould be distinct. Hethought the most conclusive reason 
for the separation of the two professions was that they 
never could have work done properly unless there was a 
ub-division of labour. He could quite understand that 
the bar might seem more attractive, showy, and literary, 
go that some might say why should they adopt the more 
obscure career of a solicitor. He reminded them that the 
ber was 8 lottery, in which there were, no doubt, many 
id prizes, but there were a very great many blanks. 
Bene apt to look at the successfal barrister and fancy 
how happy his existence was; butthey knew little what 
numbers entirely failed. He considered that there was 
nota more honourable occupation than that of a solicitor. 
Allnding to the establishment of the Supreme Coart of Judi- 
«stare, he was bound to say that the Act which brought 
that about had not been productive of the amount of bene- 
fit which its most sanguine supporters predicted. He 
thonght that some of the changes were not desirable, and 
saw no reason why the time-honoured names of English 
jurisprudence should be swept away—-why the old 
Court of Queen’s Bench, the Court of Exchequer, and 
Court of Common Pleas deserved death by hang- 
ing ‘There was no doubt that the High Court of 
Justice was suffering more from a plethora of business 
than had ever been known for the last fifty years. He 
thought also it was a melancholy thing to see ten judges 
of England taken from the courts where there were so 
many important causes awaiting judgment and taken 
to the Privy Council for the purpose of deter- 
mining whether a clergyman should stand eastward 
‘or wear a black or white gown, as if the whole interest in 
the Church of England depended upon the result. 
With reference to Mr. Norwood's Bill last session, to enable 
‘clients to proceed against counsel for neglect, he would have 
voted for it, because he thought it dishonourable and im- 
bo for counsel to accept payment for services whieh the 
not perform. He held, however, tbat solicitors as we 
a8 counsel were to blamein the matter. As to the question of 
legal education, he saw no reason why the young solicitor 
and the young barrister should not be educated together. 
He-deprecated the system of rendering it absolutely neces- 
tary for a solicitor to go up to London to pass examinations, 
There was no necessity whatever for creating in London a 
“niversity for central examinations. In conclusion, he 
exhorted them to avoid all trickery or deceit in the profes- 
ign, There was such a thing as being a sharp practitioner, 
and there was also such a thing as being an honest and 
iene man i, ee he u oo not merely to be suc- 
cessful lawyers, but kind an men. He then proposed 
“The Birmingham Law Students’ Society.” itiabs 
Mr. 8. C. Hapiey, in responding, alluded, in the course 
speech, to the fact that the rolls of the society had 
contained the names of a large number of eminent lawyers 
— — in Birmingham and the vicinity, many of 
its 


owledged their indebtedness to the society for 

‘assistance. Amongst others he might mention the learned 
¢x-President of the Birmingham Law Society, Mr. G. J. John- 
son, who, in a recent lecture on “Satisfied Terms,” said he 

his acquaintance with the subject to a debate in which 
he took part when a student of the society. 

Mr. 8. BaupEn gave ‘‘ The Bench and Bar.” 

Mr. Rosuxk responded, With reference to Mr. Norwood's 
Bill, he said there was no doubt a good deal to be said on 
both sides of the question. He was bound to indorse the 
temarks of the ch: but he thought the fault, not only 
pi with the solicitors, but their clients, who would go to the 

Mr. 


e ‘ 
- DEaxIN proposed “ The Birmingham Law Society.” 
Mr. W. Jonson responded. n= 7 
Mr. B, Waexes gave “ The Officers of the Birmingham 
Law Students’ Society,” to which Mr. SHore responded ; 


rn & vote of thanks to the chairman concluded the proceed- 





NOTTINGHAM INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY. 


The annual meeting of the above society was held on 
Monday evening at the Grand Jury Room of the Town Hall. 
Mr. Enfield, president of the society, occupied the chair. 

The Presmpent, ia opening the meeting, said that in 
consequence of a communication from Messrs. Freeth, 
Rawson, & Cartwright, they had to ald the name of that 
firm to the law library, amongst other gentlemen who had, 
without any compensation, presented their interest to the 
society. 

The,report was taken as read, and is as follows :— 

The council congratulate the members upon the present 
satisfactory position of the society. Eight new members 
have been elected during the year, namely, Messrs. J. Black, 
A. Bright, J. T. Brown, A. Cann, S. E, Heath, W. H. 
Stevenson, J. T. Ward, and H. Wyles. The present number 
of members is sixty-four. There have been eleven council 
meetings during the year. The council have appointed the 
following committees during the year: —Finance Committee, 
Law Library Committee, Conveyancing Charges Committee, 
Conditions of Sale Committee, Parliamentary Bills Com- 
mittee, Bankruptcy Law Amendment Committee. Twenty- 
four committee meetings have been held. 

Law Library.—In tho last annual report the then council 
stated that the only obstacle to the immediate transfer of 
the existing law library to this society was that certain of the 
subscribers to the library claimed to be entitled to proprie- 
tary interests in the books and other property of the library as 
distinguished from the other subscribers, who, it was stated, 
were only entitled to the use of the books, but the council 
trusted that some satisfactory solution of that difficulty would 
speedily be found. Aecordingly, at its first mesting the 
council authorized Mr.S, G. Johnson to treat with the proprie- 
tary subscribers of the library, with a view to the purchase or 
transfer of their interests to this society. - Mr. Johnson sub- 
sequently reported that several gentlemen had - offered so to 
transfer their interests without compensation. Of the six 
remaining proprietary subscribers of the library, five required 
pecuniary compensation for such a transfer, and the sixth 
was not communicated with on the subject by reason of his 
having resided away from Nottingham for some years. It 
having been discovered from an examination of the library 
that its value was considerably impaired by reason of volumes 
of different reports being missing, the council at its meeting 
on the 6th of September last decided not to pay the amounts 
that had been asked, but that the treasurer should be ordered 
to pay £5 each to such of the proprietary subscribers as 
should be willing to accept the same. A room in the munici- 
pal offices having been kindly placed at the disposal of the 
eouncil by the Chamber Estate Committee of the corporation 
of Nottingham, free of rent, the library has been recently re- 
moved thereto, The council trust when the library has bean 
re-organized in its new quarters that it will be found of great 
seasieal service to the profession, especially as it is intended 
to add to it from time to time as funds permit, not merely re- 
ports, but leading text-books, 

Conveyancing Charges.—The council, feeling it would bea 
great advantage if some uniform rate of ad valorem oharges 
in conveyancing matters could be generally adopted in Not- 
tingham, appointed a committee to consider the question, and, 
if thought practicable, to prepare a scale of charges which the 
council might recommend for adoption, Six meetings of the 
committee were held and a scale of charges, so far as related 
to mortgages, was partly framed, when, on the issue of the 
annual report of the Incorporated Law Society of the United 
Kingdom, it appeared that the council of that society, after 
communication with the principal provincial law societies, 
were about to issue a revised scale of converenerns charges, 
which at that timewasbeforethe Lord Chancellor for his ap- 
proval. The committee accordingly reported to the.council 
that it would be advisable for the matter to stand over until 
after the publication of such revised scale, in which opinioa 
the council concurred, considering that the adoption of a 
“ general” scale could be more advantageous than that of a 
* local ”” one. 

Conditions of Sale—The council having found that in some 
towns, particularly in Birmingham, great advantage had 
accraed both to the profession and to the public, by the use 
of a form of conditions applicable to sales by auction of prop- 
erty whether of freehold, copyhold, or leasehold tenure, it 
was resolved to instruct counsel to settle a similar form for 
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this society. The committee appointe! to carry out this re- 
solution accordingly instructed Mr. William Barber, of 19, 
Old-square, Lincolu’s-inn, to setile a f rm, and his conditions 
are recommended for adoption by the profession in this 
locality. 

‘Parliamentary Bills—The council directed that there 
should be obtained for its use a print of all public Bills sub- 
mitted to the Houses of Parliament, and appointed a com- 
mittee to peruse the same and to report upon those which 
should be of importance or interest to the legal profession. 
A large number .of prints of Bills were received by the 
secretary and laid before the committee, but only a very small 
proportion were capable of being the subject of a report. The 
council accordingly, upon the recommendation of the 
committee, decided to ask the Incorporated Law Society ot 
the United Kingdom to call the attention of the various pro 
vincial Jaw societies to any measures that from time to tim- 
might rquire to be considered and watched in their passage 
through Parliament. The Incorporated Law Society have 
complied with the suggestion. 

Bankruptcy Law Amenduent.—At its April meeting the 
council appointed a committee to consider and report upon 
the present state and proposed amendment of the bank- 
ruptcy law. Noreport has been presented by the committee 
to the council, as the Bill introduced in Parliament last year 
by the Lord Chancellor was withdrawn, but there is every 
probability that a similar Bill will te introduced in the 
coming session which will require the attention of the suc- 
ceeding council. The council is of opinion that one of the 
most valuable points in the Bill of last session was a return 
to the policy of cfficial supervision, believing that thereby a 
debtor's estate will be wound up with greater rapidity and 
with less expense than by the sy) stem introduced by the Act 
of 1869, which experience has shown is open to much abuse. 

Lecal Prize.—The council, believing tbat the promotion 
of the education of articled clerks is within the objects of 
this society, decided to offer a priz2 for competition at the 
final examination. The terms upon which this prize was 
to be offered will be ascertwined from the resolution 
which was passed at the ordinary general meeting of 
the members of the society held on the 26th of July, 1876. 
A copy of the resolution having bren laid before the Coun- 
cil of the Incorporated Law Society of the United Kingdom, 
& communication was received stating that the examiners at 
the several final examinations in each year had no means of 
ascertaining the required particulars of relative merit 
amongst the students of the entire year, and, therefore, 
could not assist in the adjudication of an annual prize. The 
council thereupon requested the president to communicate 
with the Incorporated Law Society of the United Kingdom, 
to ascertain if there is any way in which this difficulty can 
be overcome. The president has not yet reported the result 
of bis inquiries. 

Points of Practice. The attention of the council has been 

ed on several occasions during the past year to the diver- 
sity of the rules of practice adopted by different members of 
the profession in Nottingham. The recommendations passed 
by the council since the incorporation of the society, and 
which are set out in the appendix to this report, have been 
adopted by the council after mature consideration, and, in the 
case of the resolution dated May 9, 1876, after communication 
With several other law societies. 


Parliamentary Agency.—The attention of the council has 
been c»lled to this subject both by the Incorporated 
Law Society of the United Kingdom and the Incorporated 
Law Society of Liverpool. As the matter will be brought 
before the Houses of Parliament daring the next session, the 
council hope, in tion with other law societies, to 
effect such changes in the recommendations of the joint- 
committee of both Houses of Parliament set out in their re- 
port, presented to Parliament during last session, as shall 
prevent the establishment of a new monopoly of parliament- 
ary practice as proposed by that report. 

Infringement of the Acts relating to Solicitors.—Several 
eases of infringement of these Acts have been brought before 
the council during the past year. In one case a prosecution 
before the town istrates was instituted by the direction 
of the counci), and a conviction obtained. In others the 
offenders bave been communicated with by the president. 
The council recommend that the above-mentioned Acts 
should be strictly enforced, and call upon the profession to 
second their by discountenancing «ll persons who 
attempt to infringe them. 





————= 
The Presipent then rose to move the adoption of the. 
report, altered, he said, in the addition of the name of Mr. 
George Freeth amongst those who had given up their interests, 
in the law library without any compensation, and, in doing 
so, he remarked that he could not but congratulate the Society 
upon the pesition which it stood in after only gj 
months’ existence. They numbered, according to the report, 
sixty-four members, which he thought showed a remark. 
able success in so short a time. He thought they mi 
congratulate themselves that their anticipations had 
been entirely fulfilled since their commencement, in every 
respect, viz. a3 @ representative society, as a con. 
sulting society, and as a defence society. They had been 
able, as a representative society, to derive some valuable 
information fom societies ia other places, and especially 
they had gained great advantages through their connection 
with the Incorporated Law Society of London, and be, 
thought they ought to acknowledge to that society the 
courtesy it had shown in appointing their president as an 
extraordinary member of their council. The special 
advantages they derived was that they were in weekly com. 
munication with the London society. Through that connec. 
tion there was no need to go to the expense of new Bills 
brought into Parliament, and that was a great saving to the 
members. Asa consulting society, they had had the ples. 
sure and advantage of attending their meetings, and hetho 
all must be well satisfied with the work done. The speaker 
also referred to the ‘‘conditions of sale”’ proposed by the 
society with respect to property, and said they were to the 
benefit of all, and made things equal for both vendor an¢ 
purchaser. They would see that payment by commission, 
by the report, stood over, on accouut of the Law Society in 
London having it under their notice, and they (the 
Nottingham Society) thought it better to adopt a general 
scale than a local one. Another important subject 
was the question of the bankruptcy laws, and 
they had occupied a good deal of their attention, 
but as the Bill brought forward in Parliament was with- 
drawn, there was an end of the matter for the present, 
but, as it would probably be introduced next session, he 
was sure the new council would give it every attention. In 
the defensive, he thought the council had done good work 
during the year, and there were some matters which were 
not mentioned in the newspapers, and which required dealing 
with in another way. The speaker, in conclusion, con- 
demned what might be termed quack lawyers, and said cheap 
law was the dearest in the end. He had great pleasure 
in proposing the adoption of the report, and trusted they 
would be as successful in the future as they had been in the 
ast. 
Mr, Watson seconded the adoption of the report, and took 
occasion to propose a vote of thanks to the president, which 
that gentleman briefly acknowledged, but declined to accept 
a second term of office. 

Votes of thanks to the Incorporated Law Society in London, 
and Mr. Williams, hon. sec. of the Nottingham braneb, 
were cordially accorded. ; 

The following officers were next elected for the ensuing 
year :—President, Mr. John Watson ; vice-president, Mr. 
Henry Wing; treasurer, Mr. Charles Butlin (re-elected); 
honorary secretary, Mr. Williams (re-slected). The follow- 
ing were elected on the Board of Council :—Messrs. Oarter, 
Eking, Enfield, Fraser, Maples, Martin, G. B, Rothers, 
and Roby Thorpe. Auditors: Mosers. Cartwright and 
Wyles. 

This concluded the business, and the meeting was brought 
to a close. 


LAW ASSOCIATION. 


The usual monthly meeting of the directors was held at 
the Hall of the I ted Law Society, Chancery-lane,. 
on Thursday, the Ist inst., the following being present— 
viz., Mr. Desborough (chairman), and Messrs. Carpenter, 
Collisson, Cronin, Kelly, Parkin, Sawtell, Sidney — 
Styan, Tylee, and Boodle (secretary), Five non-mem 
cases were considered, but not any grants were made, the 
farther consideration of the same being postponed till the 
April meeting. Two new members were elected, and the 
ordinary general business was transacted. 
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' UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


The ordinary weekly meeting of this society was held at 
Clement’s-inn Hall, Strand, on Wednesday evening, the 
ult. Six new members were elected and one ad- 
mitted without election, being a member of a society in 
goion, and four gentlemen were proposed for election. 
The Bolton Law Students’ Society was also proposed as a 
society in union. The subject for the evening’s discussion, 
“That the Public Worship Act should be repealed on the 
und that it unduly interferes with the right of the Church 
of England,” was sans by Mr. Cavell, and aftera very 
interesting debate the motion was lost by a majority of nine 
in a meeting of thirty-two. 


PLYMOUTH, STONEHOUSE, AND DEVONPORT 
LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


‘The last meeting of this society was held on Friday, the 
9th ult., James Loye, Esq., in the chair. After the 
of the minutes, the secretary read a letter from the 
secretary of the United Law Students’ Society announcing 
that a prize was to be given hy the London society to 
members of societies in union for the best essay on a legal 
subject. The witnesses were then elected for the mock trial, 
which it was decided should be postponed until the 23rd of 
February. The moot point for the evening was then dis- 
cussed, ‘*If goods are sold by a trader in the ordinary course 
of his business on 8 Sunday, and the purchaser afterwards 
—. to pay therefor, can the trader maintain an action 
the price ?”—in the affirmative Mr. Helpman, in the 
negative Mr. Caunter. After the discussion and the summin, 
up of the chairman, the question was put to the vote, sad 
decided in the negative by a majority of one, 


Obituary. 


THE RIGHT HON. PETER ERLE, Q.C. 


The Right Hon. Peter Erle, Q.C., many years Chief Com- 
missioner of Charities, died at his residence, 12, Park- 
crescent, Regent’s-park, on the 28th ult. The deceased was 
the fourth son of the Rev. Christopher Erle, of Gillingham, 
Dorsetshire, and was a younger brother of the Right Hon. 
Sir William Erle. He was born at Fifehead Magdalen, 
Dorsetshire, in 1796; was educated at Winchester, and was 
formerly a Fellow of New College, Oxford, where he 
graduated B.A. in 1817, and M.A. in 1821, and he was 
called to the bar at the Middle Temple in Trinity Term, 
1821, He practised as an equity draftsman and conveyancer 
with much success till the ing of the Charitable Trusts 
Act, 1853, when he was selected as Chief Commissioner of 
Charities for England and Wales. In the following year 
he obtained a silk gown, and was elected a bencher af the 
Middle Temple, and he was treasurer of that society for the 
year 1864. Mr. Erle resigned the office of Chief Com- 
missioner of Charities in November, 1872, when he was 
created a Privy Councillor as a mark of his valuable public 
services, He was married to a daughter ot the Rev. 
Joseph Francis Fearon, Vicar of Cuckfield, Sussex, but 
he leaves no family. 





MR. GEORGE PRIDHAM. 


Mr. George Pridham, one of the oldest solicitors in Ply- 
mouth, the head of the firm of Pridham, Woollcombe, & 
Pridham, died suddenly at his office in that town on the 
27th ult., while in the act of writing a letter. The melan- 
choly ocourrence has caused much grief in Plymouth, 
where the deceased was highly respected. He was the son 
of Mr. Joseph Pridham, solicitor, and was admitted in 
1826, and had since practised at Plymouth. He was for 
many years in partnership with his father, and had recently 
been associated with Mr. William John Woollcombe and Mr. 
Glinn Pridham. Mr, Pridham was « notary public, a 
commissioner for oaths in the High Court, and a perpetual 
Commissioner for Devonshire, and his private practice was 
large and important, He was a director of the South 
Devon Railway age oy until the recent amalgamation of 
that company with reat Western. 





MR. HUMPHRY SALWEY. 


Mr. Humphry Salwey, solicitor, died suddenly at his 
residence, Cliff, near Ludlow, on the 20th ult. Mr. Salwey 
was the son of Lieutenant Theophilus Salwey, R.N. (one of 
the family of Salwey, of Moor- park), and was born in 1803. 
He was admitted a solicitor in 1828, and had since practised. 
at Ludlow. Many years ago he was appointed clerk of 
the peace for that borough, and held that office up to the. 
time of his death. He bad a very large private practice,. 
and was associated in business with his son, Mr. Theophilus 
John Salwey, who was admitted a solicitor in 1871, and has 
been for some time deputy-clerk of the peace for Ludlow. 
Mr. Salwey was one of the borough charity trustees, being 
the oldest member but one of that body. He was a supporter 
of the Liberal interest in the borough and county. He was 
buried on Friday, the 26th ult., in the family vault in 
Orleton Churchyard. 





Appotntuents, Ete. 


Mr. Samuzt Home, solicitor, of Llanelly, has been ap- 
pointed Solicitor to the Llanelly Local Board of Health. 
Mr. Home is an LL.B. of the University of London, and 
was admitted a solicitor in 1870. 


Mr. Francis ParkEr, solicitor, of Worcester, has been 
elected President of the Worcester and Worcestershire 
Law Society for the ensuing year. 


Mr. Witu1am Onstow Times, solicitor, of Hitchin, has" 
been appointed Registrar of the Hitchin County Court 
(Circuit No. 35), in the place of Mr. John Gurney Hawkins, 
resigned. Mr. Times was admitted a solicitor in 1873, 
and has for some time acted as deputy-registrar of the 
court. He is also clerk to the Hitchin Lecal Board and 
Burial Board, and to the Commissioners of Taxes. 


Mr. Freprricx Georck Unwin, solicitor (of the firm of 
Unwin, Cave, & Langham), of Bishop's Stortford, 
Sawbridgeworth, and Harlow, has been appointed a Com- 
missioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Coart of 
Judicature in England. 





Legal News. 


The United States Circuit Court for the district of South 
Carolina, says the Albany Law Journal, in the habeas 
corpus case of Ex parte Hayne and others, pass upon an in- 
teresting question of jarisdiotion. The petitioners were 
the board of canvassers of the State of South Carolina, and 
were committed for contempt by the Supreme Court of 
that State for not complying with its order directing them 
how to canvass the vote of the State. The circuit court 
held that, if the petitioners were in custody for disobedi- 
ence of an order of a State court of competent jurisdic- 
tion, there was no power in the Federal court to release 
them. It is not sufficient to show that the order of com- 
mitment is erroneous, it muat be absolutely void. It 
farther held, however, that the proceeding in the State 
court was beyond its power; that the canvassers were & 
part of the executive department of the Government, and 
were in no wise subject to control as to what they should 
do after they had commenced to perform that duty to the 
judicial department, and that, as this was a general elec- 
tion, at which members of Congress were to be elected, 
and electors for President and Vice-President to be chosen, 
they were acting in a Federal capacity, in pursuance of a 
law of the United States, and, therefore, if any one dis- 
turbed them in the exercise of their functions, they were 
entitled to the protection of the courts of the United 
States. 

At the sitting of the Rolls Court on Tuesday morning 
the Master of the Rolls said that people talked about the 
block in the Chancery Division. The block, so farasi ¢ 
existed, was attributable to the persistence of suitors in 
bringing common law actions in the Chancery Division. 
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“There would be scarcely business enough for the jadges of 

the Chancery Division if it was confined to the assigned 
business of that division; but the fact was, that ever since 
Sir John Rolt’s Act a great deal of business, including 
patent cases, had come into chancery which used to be, 
and might be still, disposed of by the common law 
divisions. He believed one of the reasons of this to be 
that the judges of the Chancery Division possessed 
establishments enabling them to work out cases tried 
‘before them which the common law divisions did not. 
Mr. Roxburgh, Q.C., suggested that the reason might be 
that many suitors preferred this branch of the court, 
where they got their cases tried by a judge without a 
jury. The question then dropped. On Wednesday the 
learned judge intimated, at the rising ef the court, in 
reference to the above observations that he must not 
be understood as expressing any reluctance to try 
**common law” actions ; but the meaning of his remarks 
was that, as that class of cases might be tried in either of 
the divisions, and usually occupied considerable time, it 
would only be fair to the suitors in what he would call 
** equity ” cases, which could only be tried by the equity 
judges, that they should, if possible, have priority of 
trial. 


Those who are interested ‘in the affairs of the European 
Assurance Arbitration—and they are not a few, says the 
London correspondent of the Manchester Guardian, will be 
pleased to learn that it is at last drawing to a close. Mr. 
Ff. S. Reilly, the arbitrator, has directed notices to be 
issued to creditors in Africa, the West Indies, and Madeira 
intimating that unless their claims are sent in before the 
30th of April next such claims will be absolutely barred. 
Notices have also been issued to creditors in Europe out- 
side the United Kingdom and in Canada, setting forth the 
‘28th of February as the latest date to receive their claims ; 
but there still remains probably twelve months’ more work 
to be got through before this complicated arbitration is 
finally brought to an end. Claims of some nicety have to 
be adjusted ; questions of liability and indemnity as between 
some of the amalgamated companies.and the original com- 
pany are still unsettled ; further cases have to be argned 
before the arbitrator, many of the decisions in which may 
be appealed against; and the arbitrator's award has yet 
‘to be prepared and published. In connection with this 
subject I may mention that it has been notified to the 
creditors of the Industrial and General. Life Assurance and 
Friendly Society that the final dividend of 16s, 3d. in the 
pound and interest is now in course of payment, and it is 
expected that when the assets are fully realized the 
liquidators will be enabled to pay a fourth dividend to 
creditors whose claims shall have been admitted as against 
the European Society. 

At the Southwark Police-cours on Thursday, Mr. 
Treasure, the acting solicitor of the India Office, attended 
before Mr. Benson to apply for a summons against a 

an offence at common law. The person 
Mr. James Graham, one of the 

at the India Stores, Belvidere- 

letter sent to him by an agent to a 
had tendered for the supply of hammers 
be forwarded to India was a 


stores, andon the 24th of November the agent to the 
contractor called on Mr. Graham at the storesand offered 
him a sovereign for his trouble. Mr. Graham rejected the 


Le | 


said he had not been able to look over the reports, but he 
thought it was an offence at common law. There werg 
cases of convictions for giving money to officers of customs, 
Mr. Benson said he had seen some of them, but was this, 
solicitation to bribe an officer to violate his duty? Me 
Treasure replied in the negative. The contractorg had 
been communicated with, aud they condemn their agent’, 
conduct, and had notified their intention to discon 

his services. Mr. Benson said his opinion was that the 
offence had not been completed. However, he was wi ; 
to grant a summons, but he thought before it was issued 
Mr, Treasure had better consult counsel on the subjegt, 
Mr. Treasure said he would adopt the suggestion, 

At Marlborough-street on Thursday, says the Times, 
John Donovan, an Irishman, was charged, before Mr, 
Knox, with being drunk and assaulting Chang A 
servant to one of the attachés of the Chinese em “ 
The complainant was sworn according to the Chinese 
custom, A saucer was broken, and he knelt while Dr, 
Macartney administered the oath in this form—“ Yog, 
shall tell the truth, the whole truth ; the saucer is cracked, 
and if you do not tell the truth, you shall be cracked, like 
the saucer.” The complainant then said that about two 
o'clock the previous afternoon he was walking in Oxford. 
street with a friend, when the prisoner came up and atruck 
him heavily on the head, knocking off his cap. A 
bystander, who saw the assault, called a constable and 
gave the prisoner into custody. Yang Ksi, another ger. 
vant of one of the attaches of the embassy, was with hig 
friend, the complainant, walking a step or two behind, 
The prisoner came up, and he distiactly saw him strike the 
complainant on the head with sufficient force to knock of 
his cap. Frederick Hedge, of 6, Castle-street-esst, said. 
he was in Oxford-street the previous afternoon, near Vere- 
street, where he saw the Chinese walking quietly along. 
The defendant passed them, and deliberately turned round 
and struck the complainant on the head—it appeared ag 
with his open hand, knocking the complainant's hat off, 
He seized the prisoner, and detained him until a constable 
came. Replying to Mr. Knox, witness said the prisoner 
was quite drank, and when stopped said he did it because 
he “did not like the religion of those people.” The 
prisoner said he was under the influence of drink, and 
what he did was more ont of play than anything else. He 
knew he had no business to do what he did. Mr. Knox 
regretted the occurrence, not for the sake of the prisoner, 
but for the sake of the character of the country. The 
Chinese ambassador, with his servants, had just landed in 
England, and about the first day afterwards one of hig 
servants was made the victim of the abominable conduct 
of the prisoner. His sentence would show that magis- 
trates were determined to protect strangers in London. 
The prisoner would be committed for two months: with 
hard. labour. Dr. Macartney, who is attaghed to the 
legation, said, on the part of the Chinese @mbassy, he 
wished to express his thauke to several gentlemen who 
had witnessed the assault, and who were prepared, if 
necessary, to attend to give evidence. Mr. Knox desired 
Dr. Macartney to convey to the Chinese attendants that 
they would receive full protection, and. to: the Chinese 
ambassador that every magistrate would take care that 
punishment should follow any act of. molestation. 





Cuurts. 


COUNTY COURTS. 
LIveRPoOL. 
(Before Pernoxer Tuomrson, Esq., Judge.) 
Jan. 26.—Re ——, 
Bankruptoy Rules, 1870, rr. 260, 262—Motion for substitution of 


creditors’ nominee in place of receiver appointed by the court, 
Lockett, on behalf of certain creditors, applied to cancel the, 
appointment of Mr. Bolland as receiver, and to confirm the 
pointment of the creditors’ nominee, Mr. Hunt, of 
Manchester, in his stead. The liquidating debtor was a 
a in West Derby-road, with debts £1,000 and assets 





Bolland, at the instance of 


He presented his — a week ago, and Mr. 
t. Seddon Smith, the solicitor 
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jn the matter, was appointed by the court reeeiver. He 
obtained an order upon the sheriff to restrain him from en- 
forcing ao execution then in his hands, and undertook 
personally to be answerable for any damages the execution 
geditor might suffer by being restrained. The principal 
‘ qreditors, being Manchester warehousemen, subsequently 
nominated Mr. Hunt receiver, in place of Mr. Bolland, and he 
(Mr. Lockett) now asked the court to make an order accord- 
ingly. The 260th rule provided that the court may at any time 
after the presentation of a petition appoint a receiver, and 
r, 262 provided, first, that where no receiver has been ap- 
printed by the court a majority in value of the creditors 
appoint one ; but the latter part of the rule stated that 
ifa receiver has been appointed by the court the nominee of 
the creditors shall be forthwith substituted. 

His Honour, after taking time to consider the question 
gaid :—Mr. Lockett, on behalf of certain creditors, has 
applied for the substitution of Mr. Hunt as receiver in the 
place of Mr. Bolland. Mr. Bolland was, by the court, 
under the provisions of r. 260, appointed receiver, since 
which he has entered into obligations which render it 

jally inexpedient to displace him. After his appoint- 
ment the creditors nominated Mr. Hunt ag receiver, and 
“the court is asked to confirm the substitution under r. 262, 
As I cannot find, either in the statute or the rules, any 
power given to creditors to appoint a receiver where one 
bas already been appointed by the court, I do not feel 
warranted in acting under that portion of r. 262 which 
speaks of a nominee for whose creation or legal existence 
no provision has been made. 

The application was accordingly refused. 

Lockett stated that the question raised was one of the 
atmost importance to Manchester accountants, and he 
should, with all respect to the court, advise an appeal. 








THE LAW’S DELAY. 


“An Oxp Practirioner ” writes to the Times :—“ The com- 
plaints made by your correspondents Messrs. Ellis & Co., 
with regard to the ruin and loss brought upon litigants by 
the law's delay, can be repeated with even new illustrations 
by every honest practitioner throughout the country. The 
evil is most crying. The remedy for it does not consist in 
<odification, as the Lord Chief Justice vainly suggests, or in 
any other sweeping measure of law reform. Our Common 
Law Procedure Acts and our Judicature Acts—monuments 
ofthe enlightened jurisprudence of our time—have already 
done as much for the change of our law and practice as is 
necessary for many years. . If the provisions of these Acts 
were successfully carried out by the bench and the bar, 
litigants would have no cause of complaint. In the law we 
want ‘men and not measures’ at present. This is the 
Opinion of the majority of | eataee perry and if we dared 
speak out in all truth in Parliament and elsewhere, without 
r to our pérsonal prejudices and our respect for the 
ju we would say that in our opinion the evils com- 
plained of would be best cured by the following means :— 

“1, The appointment of three more common law judges 
and of two more Vice-Chancellors. 

“2. The selection for the bench of younger men, in the 
prime of life, with their energies and interest in work. un- 
abated. An eminent'Queen’s Counsel is reported recently 
to have said that there were now no men at the bar fit to 
be raised to the bench! On the contrary, most lawyers 
would say that never in our history were there more able 
and accomplished men, more honourable and more worthy of 
the position of judges than those who now throng the eourts 
of Lincoln’s-inn and Westminster Hall. I could venture to 
fominate 100 chancery barristers and 100 common law bar- 
risters, all of whom would make excellent judges. Why 
always look round for aged men, who seck repose and not 
work? Lord Cowper was Lord Chancellor when he was 
forty, and Queen Anne, a we young he looked, 

Wearing his own hair, obliged him to cut it off, telling 
bim.the world would say she had given the seals to a boy.’ 
And although he was not gifted with extraordinary genius, 
by his devotion to work and energy he added new lustre to 
the high office which he held. Much would be gained to 
the country if younger men were raised to the bench. 

“3, The localization of the trial of issues.of fact. London 
agents have availed themselves of certain provisions of the 

Judicature Acts to bring all causes to London. The result 








is that the courts are blocked. The local venue ought to 
be insisted upon unless there are strong reasons for a trial 
elsewhere. e whole principle of our common law 

the point is entirely ignored by our judges and masters, and 
by solicitors, much to the detriment of suitors and of jurors 
in London and Middlesex, who are now becoming judges of 
fact for the whole country. 

“4, The utilization for the purpose of the trials of fact of 
local courts. Power ought to be given to judges and masters 
to remit to the county court for trial all actions in which 
the sum sought to be recovered does not exceed £200. The 
record for final judgments and for motions could be kept 
in the High Court of Justice. The Merchant Shipping Act 
of last session affords another valuable suggestion. The 
courts of recorders—and I mean those only who are ap- 
pointed by the Queen’s sign manual under the Manicipal 
Corporations Act—are presided over by men of experience 
and position. I think it would be well if judges and mase 
ters had the power to send issues of fact for trial to them. 

“5. The referring of causes that ought to be referred early 
and before they are set down for trial. With reference to 
this, I have to make a serious charge against solicitors. 
There are certain cases that we who are in practice know not 
to be triable by judge and jury. Take a builder’s bill, for 
example. It never can be tried. Counsel on one side will 
say he disputes every item and then the briefs are tied up. 
It is disgraceful to think how many of such causes are 
entered for trial. Counsel are briefed in them with enormous 
fees, the lists are crowded with them, and all for no possible 
object except that of bringing fees to the professional men 
engaged. The power of a judge at chambers to order such 
cases to be referred compulsorily is now complete by the 
Judicature Acts. Why, then, in all honesty, do not solici- 
tors early take ont summonses to refer, and thus save the 
profession from a lasting disgrace ? 

“*6, The payment of the official referees by the State and 
the increase of their numbers. Great expectations were 
raised by the intment. of these officers, and these have 
been most bitterly disappointed. An order of the judges 
came out to the effect that parties are still to pay them out 
of their own pockets. The result is that they have been 
avoided. For the work that is really to be done by referees 
ye certainly require that their number should be doubled at 


east. 

“If these suggestions were adopted and faithfully carried 
out, our law system, such aa it now is, would be equal 
with the times. We are passing into new stages of onr 
professional history, and the sooner we of the bar and the 
judges and the bench recognize this fact the better will it 

e for ourselves and the country. Things are very bad 
now, and, that being so, it is useless for us'to talk of our 
culture and learning. If culture and learning will not do 
the work well which the country requires, then the country 
must get something else to do it; and the energy of the 
solicitors clamouring outside must come in to have their 
trial. All my prejudices are with the traditions of the 
bar and the high hononr of the bench, I trust we may 
all awaken to the new claims made upon us by the country 
before it is too late.” 

* A Solicitor” adds :—“ With reference to the terrible 
cost and inconvenience which the delay and waste of 
judicial strength in the Folkestone case entail on litigants, 
let me quote an instance. 

“T have & case waiting for hearing in the Admiralty 
Division. A large and valuable ship, with a fall cargo and 
crew on board, all ready for sea, is being necessarily de- 
tained until the trial. The witnesses who are in her cannot 
be kept on shore without great loss and inconvenience, and 
gome risk to the ship,'and they cannot be examined before 
the trial without risk of losing the cage. 

“The judge of the Admiralty Division is one of the 
judges engaged in hearing the Folkestone case. The con- 
sequence is that ‘no human being can tell’ when the ship 
in question will be able to sail. 

“T have no doubt that there are many other litigants to 
whom this block of judicial business causes still more loss 
and inconvenience than it does to my clients. The real 
work of litigation is neglected while this trampery ques- 
tion of candles, vestments, and attitudes, about which no 
sane man ought to care one pinch of snaff, is being solemnly 
argued before a bench of judges strong enough to decide 
on the most vital question which could come before a 


dourt of law.” 
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“Law Students’ Sournal. 


CALLS TO THE BAR. 


The following gentlemen were on Friday, the 26th ult., 
called to the bar :— 


Lrxcotn’s-1nn.-——Henry Brettingham Adams, Esq., B.A., 
Cambridge; Benjamin Edward Somers, Esq., of Merton 
College, Oxford ; George John Chapman, Esq., B.A,, 
Oxford; Thomas Cyprian Williams, Esq. LL.B., 
Cambridge ; Charles Swann Sheild, Esq., B.A., Cambridge ; 
Urquhart Atwell Forbes, Esq., University of London ; 
Henry George Willink, Esq., B.A., Oxford ; George Stuckey 
Lean, jun., Esq., B.A., Oxford; John Mitchell Chapman, 

., LL.B., Cambridge ; Arthur Ryle Harding, Boq-» B.A., 
Oxford ; Henry Stanton, jun., Esq., B.A., Oxford; John 
Satterfield Sandars, Esq., B.A., Oxford ; Hubert Winstan- 
ley, Esq. ; George Lewis Denman, Esq., LL.B., Cambridge ; 


Henry Storer Bowen, Esq., B.A., London; Frederick Lech- | 


mere Paton, Esq., B.A., Oxford ; Richard Booth, Esq., B.A., 
Cambridge ; Frederick James Norman Pearson, Esq., B.A., 
Oxford; William James Wright Ingham, Esq., B.A., Cam- 
bridge; and Ng Choy, Esq., of Hongkong, China. 

Inner Tempie.—John Pickersgill Rodger, Esq. (holder 
of a certificate of honour, second class, Hilary Term, 1877) ; 
William Wallace Cragg, Esq., M.A., Oxford; William 
Hamilton Phillips, Esq., B.A., Oxford; Berthold Robert 
Stansfeld, Esq., M.A., Cambridge ; Arthur Andrew Cecil 
Dunn-Gardner, ., M.A., Oxford; James Dominick 
Daly, Esq. ; George Hone Hone-Goldney, Esq., B.A., Cam- 
bridge; Henry tchell Warren, Esq., B.A., Oxford ; 
Ernest Beauchamp Nelson, Esq., B.A., Oxford; Francis Lea 
Stourbridge Smyth, Esq., Oxford; John Heywood, Esq., 
B.A., Cambridge; Abraham Lionel Hart, Esq., LL.B., 
London; Robert Alexander Milligan Hogg, Esq., B.A., 
Cambridge; George Macan, Esq., B.A., Cambridge; Arthur 
Baptist Noel, Esq.; Augustine Robert Whiteway, Esq., 
M.A., Cambridge; George Meryon White, Esq., B.A., 
Oxford; Arthur Bruce Smith, Esq. ; Lancelot Edward Law- 
ford, Esq., B.A., Oxford; Francis Ernest Colenso, Esq., 
B.A., Cambridge ; John William Prondfoot, Esq.; Percival 
Broadbent, Esq.; Marie Louis Alexandre Hugues, Esq. ; 
William John Richardson, Esq., B.A., Cambridge ; Thomas 
Sutherst, ., Cambridge ; Herbert Parker Reed, Esq. ; 
and William Frederick Barry, Esq., B.A., Dublin. 

Mippie Treme.e.—Thomas Austin Guerin, Esq., Charles 
Edmund Fox, Esq., Patrick Alexander Donald Carnegy, 
Esq., Alfred de Bathe Brandon, Esq., of Trinity Hall, 
Cambridge ; Engenius Charles Jackson, Esq., Charles 
Richard Amesbury Birch, Esq., James Blenkinsopp, Esq., 
Alexander Coghill Wylie, Esq., Gaupat Sarvottam Mankar, 
Esq., Albert Edward Nelson, Esq., Walter Coates, Esq., 
and Slade Butler, Esq., of Christ Church, Oxford, B.A. 

Grar’s-Inn.—Miles Walker Mattinson, Esq., ‘‘ Bacon 
Scholar,” Gray’s-inn, T. T., 1874, first-class studentsbip, 
T. T., 1875, certificate of honour, T. T., 1876. 





Court Papers. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
Common Law Drvisioxs. 
Business of the Courts. 

1. It is ordered that motions under the 6th section of 38 
& 29 Vict. c. 50, shall be made in the Qusen’s Bench, 
Common Pleas, or Exchequer Divisions only upon the days 
— by these divisions for hearing a from 
inferior courts, and no such motion shall be by way of 
appeal from any county court unless s copy of the judge's 
notes, signed by the judge, shall have been handed to the 
proper officer in court, unless otherwise ordered. 

2. It isordered that the y entering a special case under 
ord. 58, r. 19, at the Groen Onlee of the Queen’s Bench 
Division shall, four clear days before the day appointed for 
argument, deliver two copies of the case to the judges of the 
divisional court to which such cause has been oikgned 
argument at the Judges’ Chambers, in Rolls-gardens, Chan- 





cery-lane, such copies to be marked “ For the use of the 
judges in the Queen’s Bench (Common Pleas or Exchequer 

ivision,” and not with the name of any particular judge, 
and to be divided into paragraphs and numbered as in the 
special case. Such copies are to be forthwith forwarded to. 
the proper divisions at Westminster. 


Caen 


Common Przas Drvision. 

Sittings in Banc will be held on Tuesday, the 6th; 
Wednesday, the 7th ; Friday, the 9th; and Saturday, the 
10th of February, for the purpose of disposing of appeals 
from inferior courts. A divisional court will sit eye 
Monday and Thursday to hear motions, commencing on 
Monday, the 5th of February. 


SPRING CIRCUITS. 
WESTERN. 
(Cocxsurn, C.J., and Hawkins, J.) 
Winchester, Wednesday, Feb. 14; Dorchester, Wednes. 
day, Feb. 21; Exeter, Monday, Feb. 26; Bodmin, Mon. 
day, March 5; Taunton, Saturday, March 10; Devizes, 
Saturday, March 17; Bristol, Wednesday, March 21. 


Norts-EastTern. 
(Lord Cozzrrpez, C.J., and Lops, J.) 
Newcastle, Wednesday, Feb. 14; Durham, Wednesday, 
Feb. 21; York, Wednesday, Feb. 28; Leeds, Taesday, 
March 6. 
MIDLAND. 
(Ampuuett, J.A., and Denman, J.) ‘ 
Aylesbury, Thursday, Feb. 15; Bedford, Monday, Feb. 
19; Northampton, Thursday, Feb. 27 ; Leicester, Thurs- 
day, Feb. 29; Oakham, Friday, March 2; Lincoln, Satur- 
day, March 8; Nottingham, Friday, March 9; Derby, 
Thursday, March 15; Warwick, Taesday, March 20. 


SouTu-EastErn. 
(BRAMWELL, J.A., and Brett, J.A.) 

Maidstone, Monday, Feb. 19; Lewes, Monday, Feb. 26; 
Hertford, Monday, March 5; Chelmsford, Wednesday, 
March 7; Huntingdon, Tuesday, March 13; Cambridge, 
Thursday, March 15; Ipswich, Monday, March 19; Norwich, 
Thursday, March 22. 

OxrorpD, 
(Potxock, B., and Linpuey, J.) 

Reading, Friday, Feb. 16; Oxford, Thursday, Feb. 22; 
Worcester, Monday, Feb. 26 ; Stafford, Friday, March 2; 
Shrewsbury, Saturday, March 10; Hereford, Wednesday, 
March 14; Monmouth, Saturday, March 17; Gloucester, 
Thursday, March 22. 

NortTHERN. 
(Huppxzston, B., and Manisty, J.) 


Carlisle, Saturday, Feb. 17; Appleby, Wednesday, Feb. 
21; Lancaster, Thursday, Feb. 22; Manchester, Tuesday, 
Feb. 27; Liverpool, Monday, March 12. 


Nortu Wats. 
(Lusu, J.) 

Welchpool, Monday, Feb. 19; Dolgelly, Thursday, Feb. 

3 on, Saturday, Feb. 24; Beaumaris, Wednesday, 
Feb. 28; Ruthin, Saturday, March 3; Mold, Wednesday, 
March 7; Chester, Saturday, March 10; Cardiff, Monday,. 
March 19, 

Sourn WALEs. 
(Mzttor, J.) 

Haverfordwest, Monday, Feb. 19 ; Cardigan, Thursday, 
Feb. 22; Carmarthen, Monday, Feb. 26; Brecon, Friday, 
March 2; Presteign, Wednesday, March 7; Chester, 
Saturday, March 10; Cardiff, Monday, March 19, 
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PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


February 2, 1877. 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 


nt. Consols, 95 Annuities, April, 85, 9% 
20 for Account, Me, 1, 95$ | Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
Do. 3 per Cent. Reduced, 963 Ex Bills, £1000, 24 perCt. 27 pm 
New 3 per Cent., 963 Ditto, £500, Do, 27 pm. 
Do. 34 perCent., Jan, "94 Ditto, 2100 & £200, 27 pm, 
Do. if perCent., Jan. 94 Bank of England Stock, — per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. ’78 Ct. (last half-year), 260 
Annuities, Jan, ’80 Ditte for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 


Ditto,5$ per Cnt., May,’ 79, 91 

Ditto Debentures, 4 per Cents 
April, ’64 

Do.Do,5 per Cent., Aug. ’73 

Do. Bonds, 4 per Cent. £1000 

Ditto, ditto, under £1000 


Ditto fper Gomis July, 80,1053 
tto for Account, — 
Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oct. "88,104 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates — 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,4 per Cent. 88 
2nd Bof.Pr., 5 per C., Jan,’72 


RAILWAY STOCK. 


Railways. |Paid. Closing Prices 





Bristol and Exeter 

Caledonian 

Glasgow and South-Western .....sersseeseeeee| 

Great Eastern Ordinary Stock seoscccsssesseess 

Great Northern 

Do., A Stock™ ......ss0cessseeeees 

Great Southern and Western of Ireland 

Great Western—Original. 

[Lancashire and Yorkshire on 

|London, Brighton, and South C 

London, Chatham, and Dover. 

jLondon and North-Western . 

{London and South Western........ os 

Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln .....000+ 

Metropolitan 
Do., District 

Midland 

North British 

North Eastern 

North London 

North Staffordshire 

South Devon 

Stock|South-Eastern * 
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®A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 


At the meeting on Thursday of the London and County 
Banking Company the report was adopted, and a dividend 
of eight per cent., making sixteen per cent. for 1876, 
was declared. The accounts showed a net profit for the 
half-year of £105,447. The deposits on December 31 
amounted to £22,245,013, and the acceptance liabilities 
to £3,048,341. On the other side of the account the 
discount and adyances reached £15,419,457, and the 
home and colonial Government stocks were £3,045,452. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

CoPrincER—Jan. 25, at Birch Hall, Manchester, the wife of 
W. A. Copinger, barrister-at-law, of a son. 

Dynz—Jan. 27, at Coombe House, Hampstead-lane, Highgate, 
the wife of John Bradley Dyne, of Lincoln’s-inn, barrister -at- 
law, of a daughter. 

Garrotp—Jan. 29, at Hereford, the wife of T. W. Garrold, 


solicitor, of a son, stillborn. 
Smita—Jan. 31, at Ivy B: Beckenham, Kent, the wife of 
Horace Smith, barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 


MARRIAGE. 
Paris—Kemp-Wetcu—Jan. 25, at the Congregational church, 
Christchurch, Alexander Paris, of Southampton, solicitor, to 
_. daughter of James Kemp-Welch, of Christchurch, 
ants, 


DEATHS. 

Extx—Jan. 29, at 12, Park-creacent, the Right Hon. Peter 
Erle, Q.C., aged 81. 

oi 27, at Plymouth, George Pridham, solicitor, 
aged 71. 

Rooxr—Jan 28, at St. Leonard’s, Thomas James Rooke, of 
No. 3, Highbury-hill, and late of Bedford-row, London, 
solicitor, aged 68, 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Ferway, Jan. 26, 1877. 

Tennant, Edmund, and Alfred Tennant, 18, Cheapside, Henley, Staf- 

ford, Solicitors, Nov 23 
TuespaY, Jan. 30, 1877. 

Taylor, James Wells, Edward Hoare, James Parkinson Taylor, and 
Joseph Henry Cooke, 28, Great James st, Bedford row, dlesex, 
Solicitors. Jan 29 

Winding up of Joint Stock Companies, 
Faipay, Jan, 26, 1877. 
LIMITED In CHANCERY. 

Chinese and Indian Tea Company, Limited.—Creditors are required» 
on or before Feb 28, to send their names and addresses, and the par- 
ticulars of their debts or claims, to Hugh John Baillie, and Augustus 
Frederick Haslam, Mark lane sq. Friday, Feb 9, at 12, is appointed 
for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

Commercial Bank, Limited.—By an order made by V.C. Hall, dated 
Jan 17, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of the above 
bank be continued. Ellis and Co, St Swithin’s lane, solicitors for the 
petitioners 

Great Australian Sold Mining Company, Limited.—Creditors residing 
in the United Kingdom are required, on or before Feb 28, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Frederick Cape, Cheapside ; out of the United Kingdom, April 12, 
to W. W. Billyard, Hunter st, Sydney, New South Wales. Wednes- 
day, March 28, at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon 
the debts and claims of creditors residing in the United Kingdom, 
- Tuesday, July 17, at 12, cf creditors outof the United King- 

om 

New Gas Generator Company, Limited.— Petition for winding up, pre- 
sentec Jan 23, directed to be heard before V.C. Bacon on Feb 3. 

ley, Mark lane, solicitor for the petitioner 

Sovereign and Belgian Star Coal Company, Limited.—By an order 
made by the M.R., dated Jan 13, it was ordered that the above com- 
md be wound up. Bebrend, Bucklersbury, solicitor for the peti- 
tioner 

Wayne’s Merthyr Steam Coal and Iron Works, Limited.—V.C. Malins, 
has, by an order dated Dec 15, appointed Henry Dever, Lothbury, 
to be official liquidator 

Workington Collieries Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented Jan 22, directed to be heard before the M.R. on Feb 3. Flux 
and Co, East India avenue, solicitors for the petitioners 

County Patatine oF Lancaster. 

Knutsford Grand Stand Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, 
presented Jan 25, directed to be heard before the V.C. on Feb 6, at 
the Assize Courts, Manchester. Parker, Manchester, solicitor for 


the petitioner 
Tugspay, Jan. 30, 1877. 
Luarrep in Caancery. 

Bala Benking Company, Limited.—By an order made by V.C. Bacon, 
dated Jan 20, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of the 
above pany inued. Saffery and Huntiey, Tooley st, 
don bridge, agents for Jones, Bala, solicitor for the petitioners 

Belfast and Carrickfergus Salt Works, Limited.—V.C. Hall has, by an 
order dated Dec 4, appointed Frederick Bertram Smart, Cheapside, 
to be the official liquidater 

Brent Moor China Clay and Mica Works Company, Limited.—Petition 
for winding up, presented Jan 23, directed to be heard before V.C. 
Malins on Feb 9. Chapman and Co, Linco!n’s inn fields, solicitors 
for the petitioner 

Brynmawr Coal and Iron Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, 
presented Jan 24, directed to be heard before V.C. Hall on Feb 9. 
Davis and Co, Moorgate st, solicitors for the petitioners 

Cadiz Water Works Company, Limited.—By an order made by the 
M.R., dated Jan 19, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of 
the above company be continued. Leefe, solicitor for the petitioner 

Civil Service Mutual Co-operative Society, Limited.—By an order 
made by V.C. Hall, dated Jan 19, it was ordered that the above 
society be wound up. Goles, Lime st, solicitors for the petitioner 

Co-operative Cattle Importation and Meat Supply !Association, Limited. 
— Petition for winding up, mee Jan 27, directed to be heard be- 
fore V.0. Hall on Feb 9. Blachford and Co, Col.ege hill, Cannon st, 
solicitors for the petitioners 

Gellydeg Collieries Company, Limited.—Pstition for winding up, 
sented Jan 23, directed to be heard before V.C. Malinson Feb 9. 
Taylor and Son, Field court, Gray’s inn, solicitors for the petitioner 

General Machinery P Hire Company, Limited.—By an order 
made by V.C, Malins, dated Jan 19, it was ordered that the above 
company be wound up. Kimber, -olicitor for the petitioners 

Madrid Markets Company, Limited.—By an order made 4 Ake Hall, 
dated Jan 19, it was ordered that the above company be woand up. 
Randall and Angier, Gray’s ina place, Gray’s inn, solicitors for the 
petitioner 

Original Hartlepool Collieries Company, Limited.—By an order made 
by V.O. Malina, dated Jan 19, it was ordered that the volunt 
winding up of the above company be continued. Harcourt 
Macarthur, Moorgate at, solicitora for the petitioners 

Powell’s Llantwit Collieries, Limited.—Creditors are required, on or 
before Feb 20, to send their names and addresses, and the par 
of their debts or claims, to Alfred Good, Poultry. March 8, at 19, is 
appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claime 

Warland Commercial Company, Limited. —The M.R. bas, by an order 
— Dec 22, appointed Edward Woodcock, Rechdale, te be cfficial 

quidator 
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County PataTine oF LANCASTER. 


North-Western Land and Investment Company, Limited.—Petition for 
winding up, presented Jan 23, directed to be heard before the V.C. 
at St George’s Hall, Liverpool, on Tuesday, Feb13. Ponton, Liver- 
pool, solicitor for the petitioner 


STANNABIES OF CoRNWALL. 

Bosw: Mining Company.—Petition for winding up, presented Ja n 
94, directed to A heard before the Vice Warden, at the Prince’s Hall, 
Truro, on Feb 22, at 12. Affidavits intended to be used at the hear- 
ing in "opposition to the petition must be filed at the registrar’s office, 
Truro, on or before Feb 19, and notiee thereof must at the same time 
be given to the petitioner, his solicitors, or their agents. Gregory and 
Co, Bedford row, agents tor Hodge and Co, Truro, solicitors for the 
petitioner 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Famay, Jan, 26, 1877. 
Friendly Burial Society, Wellington Tavern, Shoreditch. Jan 22 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
TuxspayY, Jan. 23, 1877. 

Ashburner, George Bankes, Elliscelas House, nr Dalton, Lancashira 
Esq. March |}. Ashburner v Wilson, V.C, Hail. Butler and Son, 
Da!ton-in-Farness 

Ashby, John, Northchureh, Hertford, Butcher. Feb 15. Ashby v 
Ashby, V.C. Hall. Wood, Raymond buildings, Gray’s inn 

Bottle, William Eversfield, Dover, Farmer of Tolls. Feb 23. Bottle v 
Knocker, V.C. Bacon. White, Whitehall place 

Cockin, Thomas, Lyndhurst rd, Peckham, Colonial Broker. March 1. 
Cunningham v Cockin, V.C. Hall. Keene and Marsland, Mark lane 

Harker, William Stephen, St Helier’s, Jersey, Gent. Feb 22. Good- 
barne v Fothergill, V.C. Bacon. Deane, Union court 

King, John, Westmoreland rd, Walworth, Builder. Feb 21. Ormandy 
v Dockeray, V.C. Hall. J armain, Linceln’ 's inn fields 

Rickaby, Georce, Sunderland, Durham, Tailor. Feb 16. Moorhouse v 
Rickaby.M.R. Skinner, Sunderland 

Rowlatt, Munten, Whittlesey, Cambridge, Farmer. Feb 21. Rowlatt 
v Rowlatt, V.C. Bacon. Peed, Whittiesey 

Worsley, Reginal nald, Manchester, Gent. Fob 20. Worsley v Parker, 

V.C. Malins. Matthews, Bedford row 


Farivar, Jan. 26, 1877. 
Allnutt, John, Reading, Berks, Gent. Feb 17. Allnutt v Allnutt, V.C. 
Hall. Collins, King William st 
ey, Alexander, New Beckenham, p—omc — Feb 29. Wallace v 
Harley, V.C. mg x Stopher, Colem: 
Kingham, Henry John, Coburg rd, old Kent rd, Gent. March 1. 
Marfi one Ng rk, Gent. Bigentriars Marntt v Tay! 
st, John, , Yo eo e v Taylor, 
V.O. Hall. — lor, Scarboreugh 
Midgley, Amos, lermitage st, Paddington Gent. Feb19. Redman 
v Sunderland, V.C. Bacon. Milnes, Huddersfield 
aa ore Charles, Ropemaker st, Finsbcry, Glass Merchant. Feb 26. 
Morgan v Morgan, V.C. Hall. Hail, Southampton st, Bloomsbury 
Noad, Rev George Frederick, Cold Norton, Essex. Noad v Noad, V. 
Hall. Gepp, lord 
Reynolds, Jobh Langdon, Augusta place, Landsdomn rd, Clapham rd, 
Gent. Feb 21. Smith v Milroy, V.C. Hall. Parker and Clarke, 
St Michael's alley, Corohill 


Young, Thomas, BarnesCommon. Feb P, Clarke vy Mortimore, V.C. 
Malins. Langley, Charlotte st, Bedford 


TrespaY, Jan. 30, 1877. 
Durran, Harriett, King et, Wine Merchant. Marchi. Durran vy Gal- 
meye, V.C. Malins. Galmoye, Chaneery lane. 
Farrands, Thomas Jobn, Ilford, Essex, Paper Manufacturer. March 1. 
, V.0. Malins. Surridge and Co, Lombard st 
ond, George Goodliffe, gy st, Mangle Manufac turer. March 
1. Richmond ¥ White, V.C. Hall. Pike and Son, Old Burlington st 
Wilkinson, Thomas, Portland place, Lower Clapton, Gent. Feb 24. 
Miller, King st, 8t James's eq 


Oreditors ander 22 & 28 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Turspay, Jan, 23, 1877. 
—_ John, Leicester, Leather Dresser. March $1. Salusbury, Leices- 


Back, Thomas, Maidstone, Brush Manufacturer. March 24, Stephens, 
Maidstone 


Bird, Frederick, amg one Fhe the yo Sehenet 
Company. Mare! Tyndal ha 
Frances, Lowndes st, Be hia a Feb 20. fowen ny 


st, Strand 
a John ee Lowndes st, Belgrave sq, Esq. Feb20. Tylee and 
Bone, Robert, Wigan, Gent, March 12. foots nel Ba view 
Burrowes, a Cheshire, F March 26. Ashton 


and Challoner, wilt : 
ism Henry, "gear Slade! March 18, Mather 
and Co, Newcastie-upon-T: 
, Sohn, Huddersfield, Wheelwright. April 20. Bottomley, 
Croucher, cue Janction rd, Kentish town, Licensed Victualler, 


Nailmaster, 


St ee att, eae, Farmer, March 


—————— 
Haughton, Jane, Cheadle, Cheshire. March 19. Gartside, 

under-Lyne < : Ashton, 
oe. ane Rock Ferry, Cheshire, Esq. March 1. Jones ang 0, 


iverpool 

Laster Elizabeth, Bath, March 25. Burne and Rooke, Bath 

Lucas, Louis Arthur, a Merchant. March ‘31. Cunclitte 
and Beaumont, Chaneery lane 

Marshall, William, S wick, Stafford, Ironmaster. March 1 
Burton, Birmingham 4 

Marx, Francis Joseph Peter, Arle Bury, Hants, Gent. March } 
Lempriere, Lincoln’s inn fields . 

souhaens John, Felbriggs, York, Gent. Feb 12, Dodds and 00, 
Stockton-upon-Tees 

Moses, Elizabeth, Guisbrough, York. Feb 12. Dodds and Co, Stock. 
ton-upon-Tees 

Nelson, Park, Essex st, Strand, Solicltgr. March 1. Nelson and Mor. 
gan, Essex st, Strand 

Pollard, Moss Sid@, nr Manchester, Gent. April 1. Sale ang Co, 
Manchester 

Price, Rufus, Cilhowy, Brecon, Farmer. March }. homes, Beton 

Rice, — —_ Brighton, Sussex, Basket Maker, March 1. Gooq. 

man, ton 
Shuker, Herbert, Shrewsbury, Gent. March 1. Price, Shrewsbury 
Stewart, Donald, Dover, Paymaster, R.A. Feb 15. Watts and Son, 


Dewsbury 

eo ra Liverpool, Labourer, March 1. Quinn and Song 
v 

Vickers: Ei Edward Charles, Darlington, Gent. Feb 28. Wilkes, Middieg. 


borough 

Walker-1 Leven Charles Frederic, Brighton, Commander R.N. April 20, 
Hallett, St Martin’s place, Trafalgar sq 

Whitfield, John, Clapham park road, Licensed Victualler. March 1, 
Wray, Leyburs, York 

Wolfesden, Danial, Underbank, Lancashire, Warper. Feb 17. Jack. 
son, Rochdale 


Fripay, Jan. 26, 1877. 
staat, sae, Beverley, York, Esq. March 21. Robinson and Son, 
everley 

Aysh, Elizabeth, Bristol. March 12. Sweet and Burroughs, Bristol 

Baker, William, Hattons, Gloucester, Esq. April 2. Kearsey and 
Parsons, Stroud 

Banchini, "Gasper, Copsall st, St John’s rd, Hoxton, Gent. March 5. 

1 {Carpenter and Sons, Brabaut court, Philpot laos 

Bes'ey, Robert, Victoria rd, Wimbledon park, Alderman. March 19, 
De Jersey and Co, Gresham st west 

_ Alice, Campden House rd, Kensington, March 1. Shepheard 
and Sons, Finsbury circus 

nie, Charles Alexander, Up Satan, nr Bridport, Dorset. March 

10. Lamb and Brooks, Basingstok 

Brough, Ann, Coven, Stafford. Feb 16. Gardner, Cannock 

Burdett, otherwise Branscombe, Mary, Ossington st, Bayswater. Feb 
28. Gray, Edgware rd 

Burten, William, Newchurch, Lancashire, Grocer. March 1, Back. 
house and Whittam, Burnley 

—- John, Coventry, Warwick, Esq. March 15. Twist and Sons, 


Coathupe, Ann Baines, Exeter. March 1. Brittan and Co, Bristol 

Ceathupe, Charles ‘noe aime Clevedon, Somerset, Gent. March 1. 
Brittan and Co, Brist 

Cuteep Charles Thornton, Bristol, Esq. March 1. Brittan and Co, 


Camming, Arthur Henry, Abbey rd, St John’s wood, Esq. March 1, 
Gregson, Angel court, Throgmorton st 

Duckitt, Mark, Abbey st, Bermondsey, Oowkeeper. March1l. Wyatt 
and Barraud, Arthur st west, London bridge 

Dunmull, Jemima, St Mary Cray, Kent. March |. Wyatt and Barrand, 
Arthur st West, London bridge 

Gaitekell, William Senhouse, ee Surrey, Esq. March 14 
Devonshire, Frederick’s place, Old Jewry 

Green, Henry, Westmeon, Hants, Merchant. March 24. Blackmore 
and Son, Alresford 

Greenland, Thomas Hughes, Ramegate, Kent, Esq. March 1. Ratter 
and Son, Finsbury circus 

Horne, Thomas Benjamin, Torquay, Deven, Esq. March 26. Stocken 
and Jupp, Lime st sq 

Ireland, Vaio, Forthampton, Gloucester, Farmer, March 1, Badham 
and Co, Tewkesbury 


al Sn, Garth Mill, Whitford, aa Miller. Feb 28. Cope, 

= Liverpool, Victualler. ” april 1, Bremner and Co, 
ie Brighton, Gent. March 31, Stevens and Son, 
= Brighton, Sussex. March 31, Stevens and Son, 
— — Stubbin, Hoyland, York. March 1. Newman and Sons, 


“= = A Inverness terrace, Bayswater, Esq. March 8, Lumley 
Lumley, Old Jewry chambers 
Thomas, Potterhanworth, Lincoln, Farmer. March 31. Peate 
eT Romy Sleaford 
Richards, Elizabeth, Stony Stratford, Buckingham. March 24, Sedg- 
wick and Turner, Watford 
a ay Herbert, Lancaster st, Lancaster gate, Colonial Broker, March 
arvis, Chancery lane 
Smith, Klizabeth, Worcester. March 23. Pidcock and Sou, Worcaster 
Stephenson, James, Padibam, Lancashire, Grocer. Feb 14, Wheeler 
Oo, 


Stutchbury, Sarah, Beach Bitton, Gloucester. March 25, Perham, 


oa," 
Michael, Tailor. Feb 2%, 
Terran, » Kingsthorpe, Northampton, 
Turner, John, Derby, Yeoman. April 1. » Derby 
Unite, william, fe, a A March 7, Trow, Cleobary 
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Jonathan Gawtress, Wath-upon-Dearne, York, Gent. March 25. 
Nicholson and Co 
Walford, John Desborough, Winchester, Esq. March 12, Adams and 


Co, Alresford 
Watson, John, Beeston, Nottingham, Esq. April 2, Watson, Notting- 


Pave James Moses William, Windsor, Barks, Esq. March 1. Parkers, 
rd ro 


fo iW 
Wooduer, John, Neweastle-upon-Tyne, Fish Carer. March 1. Elsdon, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Woods, Robert Carr, Singapore, Barrister-at-Law. Feb 14. Gambert 
and Petch, John st, Bedford row : 
Yeldham, William Henry, Fulham rd, Hammersmith, Market Gardener. 
- March 10, Blachford and Co, College hill 


TuespayY, Jan. 30, 1877. 

Arbuthnott, Lieutenant Gen Hon William, Gloucester rd, Regent’s 
park. March 14. Walford, Bolton st, Piccadilly 

Bateman, Maria, Worcester, March 1. Baldwin, High st, Worcester 

Beningfield, John, Ware, Hertfordshire, Gent. March 6. Letts 
Brothers, Bartiett’s buildings, Holborn 

Bennett, Thomas Peter, Bolton, Lancashire, Wine Merchant. March 
24. Bailey and Read, Bolton-le-Moors 

Benson, Henry, Ramsgate, Kent, Esq. April6. Daniesl, Ramsgate 

Bodenham, Francie Lewis, Hereford, Esq. ‘May 1, James and Boden- 

am, Hereford 
Brusfisid, Friend Clements, Hamsey, Sussex, Grocer. March |. Jones, 


Lewes 
Brown, Peter, Failsworth,jLancashire, Surgeon. Feb 26. Almond, 
Manchester 
Cator, Charles Oliver Frederick, Beckenham, Kent, Esq. March 24, 
Finch and Co, Gray’s-inn sq 
, Rev Thomas, Holme, Westinoreland. March 13. Thomson and 
Wilson, Kendal - 
Dalby, William Birkett, Kirton-ia-Holland, Lincoln, Bricklayer. 
March 1. Page, jun, Lincoln . 
Doff, Adam, Brighton, Sussex, Gent. April 30. Ellis and Ellis, 
Spring gardens 

Farley, Henry, Cocking, Sussex, Farmer. March 1. Albery and 
Lucas, Midhurst 

Homes, Mary Anne, Red Lion st, Holborn. Feb28, Hutchins, Great 
James st, Bedford row 

Huxley, Mary Anne, Camden rd. Feb 24. Fortune, Serjeants’ inn, 
Chancery lane 

Jeffery, Martha Arney, Weston-super-Mare, Somerset. March 1. 
Smith, Weston-super-Mare ; 

Kirkpatrick, Jane Greenwell, Leeds. Feb 22. Chittock and Woods, 
Norwich 

Kirkpatrick, George, Leeds, Wine Merchant, March 17. Foster, Jarrow 

Lees, Thomas, Bury, Lancashire, Waichmaker. Feb 28. Cooper and 
Sons, Manchester 

Monro, Sarah, Chester place, Regent’s park. March 1. Lane and 
Monro, Lombard court, Lombard st 

Muir, George Laing, Haidee Villa, Oambridge Town, Railway 
Engineer. Feb 28. Bircham and Oo, Parliament st, Westminster 

Pearson, Agnes, Costhwaite, Westmoreland. March 17. Thomson 
and Wilson, Kendal 

Richardson, Henry, Hartlepool, Durham, Shipwright. March 20. 
Hodgson and Co, Hartlepool 

Roberts, Ann, Camberwell New rd. March 10. Hamilton, Great 
James st Bedfrod row 

Roberts, Edward, Liv Accountant. March !. Morris, Liverpool 

Sheard, John, Healey, York, Gent. March t0. Dean and Son, Batley 

Spencer, Juhn, Winchester, Hants, Corn Merchant. Feb 28. Bailey 
and White, Winchester 

Stunt, Walter, Gillingham, Kent, Esq. March 26. Lewis and Bell, 

hester 

Whiten, Charles, Cow Cross st, Saddlers’ Ironmonger. Feb 28. Scott, 

College hill 


Bankrupts. 
Fapay, Jan. 26, 1877. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Badkin, James, st, Bethnal green, Ivory Turner, Pet Jan 24. 
Spring-Rice. Feb 18 at 11 
Bunbury, Mervyn, Montpelier st, Brompton. Pet Jan 22. Brougham. 


virwne a : Cc H Brom: 
» Hon ussey, Onslow m. Pet Jan 22. 
Feb 6 at 1 . = - 


Brougham, 


Z To Surrender in the Country. 

Hanes, John, Spslding, Lincoln, Machinist. Pet Jan 20. Gaches. 
Peterborough, Feb 10 at 11 

Hughes, William James, Horton, Salop, Builder, Pet Jan 24. Potts. 


nga ig at 2.30 7 

eter, Over en, cashire, Papermaker. Pet Jan 22. 
Blackburn, Feb 8 at 11 . 

Padgett, John, Leeds, Woollen Manufacturer. Pet Jan 23. Marshall, 

ee ay So atl + + on 
ompson. mo ice Pearse, Chichester, Sussex, Ge nt. Pet Jan 
23, Evershed. Brighton, Feb i4at 12 

Trotter, William, Liverpool, Ladies’ Outfitter. Pet Jan 22. Bell- 
tinger. Li »Peb7 at li 

Tucker, Ji urst Farm, Kent, Farmer. Pet Jan 23, Cripps. 


Tunbridge Wells, Feb 7 at 11 

Webley, Philip, io eenehen, Coal Merchant. Pet Jan 23. Cole. 
Birmingham, Feb 9 at 11 

a TY ee » Bristol, Publican. Pet Jan 24. Harley, Bristol, 


Torspay, Jan. 30, 1877. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 


To Surrender in London, 
Crowhurst, John, Cambridge terrace, Victoria rd, Peckham, Builder, 
Pet Jan25. Pepys. Feb 14 at 12 





iin Beet Shaw, Gre sham st, Accountant, Pet Jan 24. Pepys, 
el a 
» Kennington rd. Pet Jan 26. Keene. Teb 12 


Stone, F Ww 

atl 
To Surrender in the Country. 
as Brighton, Gent, Pet Jan 24. Evershed. Brighton, 
el a 

Brewer, Richard, Mellencoose, Cornwall, Miller. Pet Jan 27. Chilcott. 
Truro, Feb 10 at 11 

Fornacon, Ferdinand, and Alfred Charles Phillips, Newport, Mon, Ship 
Chandlers. Pet Jan24. Davis. Newport, Feb '2at 11 

Heard, John Robert, Sheffield, Stockbroker. Pet Jan25. Wake. Shef- 
field, Feb 16 at 12 

Jennings, Jesse, Canterbury, Kent, Butcher. Pet Jan 27. Furley. 
Canterbury, Feb 16 at 2 

Lamb, Frederick, Sheffield, Tool Manufacturer’s Manager. Pet Jan 
25. Wake. Sheffield, Feb 16 at 12.30 

Lewis, Arthur, Liverpool, Auctioneer’s Assistant. Pet Jan 25. Watson. 
Liverpool, Feb 12 at ll 

Margrie, Frederick, Maiden Newton, Dorset, Grocer. Pet Jan 27. 
Symonds. Dorchester, Feb 12 at 2 

Randall, George, Starvehal! Farm, Gloucester, Haulier. Pet Jan 24. 
Gale. Cheltenham, Feb 14 at 1! 

Shirtcliffe, John, jun, Sheffield, Pearl Cutter. Pet Jan 25. Wake. 
Sheffield, Feb 16 at | 

Wigglesworth, William John, Ratby, Leicester, Builder. Pet Jan 26. 
Ingram. Leicester, Feb 13 at 12 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Farpar, Jan. 27, 1877. 
Dreyfus, Auguste, Monkwel! st, Silk Merchant. Jan 19 
Day, John, jun, Eastrop, Hants, Veterinary Surgeon. Jan 17 
TurspayY, Jan. 30, 1877. 
Sharp, John, Prisoner for Debt in Maidstone Gaol. Jan 18 
Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Farivar, Jan, 26, 1877. 


Abbey, John, Bradford, Worsted Spinner. Feb 7 at 11 at offices of Pee 1\ 
and Gaunt, Chapel! lane, Bradford 
Feb 8 at 3 at offces of Quinn, 


Ahern, Wil!'iam, Liverpool, Clothier. 
South John st, Liverpool 

Allen, Thomas, Blackburn, Lancashire, Monumental Mason. Feb9 at 
11 at offices of Dariev, Lord st west, Blackburn 

Andersoa, William, Willenhall, Stafford, Grocer. Feb 7 at 11 at offices 
of Baker, Walsall st, Willenhall 

Archbold, John, Lucker Hall Farm, Northumberland, Farmer. Feb 
16 at 3 at offices of Hindmarsh, Bondgate without, Alawick 

Armstrong, Fletcher, and Peter Dow, Manchester, Joiners. Feb 12 at 
3 a ~ Empire Hotel, Moreton st, Strangeways, Manchester. Sale 
and Co 

Ashby, Henry, Tunbridge Wells, Kent, Plumber. Feb 7 at 2.3@ at 145, 
Cheapside. Stone and Simpson, Tunbridge Wells 

Austin, Alfred, River st, Devons rd, Bromley-by-Bow, Card Box 
Maker. Feb 22 at 3 at offices of Holloway, Ball's Pond rd, Islington. 
Fenton 

Bailey, James Herbert, Ferndale rd, Brixton, Builder. Feb 12 at 12 at 
offices of Plunkett, Gutter lane 

Baird, John, Neath, Glamorgan, Draper. Feb 9 at 3 at the Cameron 
Arms Hotel, 8 John, 8 

Baldwin, Frederick, Scole, Norfolk, Pig Dealer. Fed 13 at 10,30 at 
offices of Elm st, Ipswich 

Benson, Thomas, Ireleth, Lancashire, Beerhouse Keeper. Feb 12 at 
~ at the Temperance Hall, Ulverston. Butler, Broughton-in- 

‘urness 

Bentley, George, Dewsbury, York, Furniture Dealer. Feb 9 at 10 at 
offices of Shaw, Bond st, Dewsbury 

Bird, Frederick Joseph, Shacklewell lane, Kingsland, Aniline Dye 
Merchant. Feb 14 at 2 at offices of Morris, circus 

Blanchard, Alfred, Arabella row, Pimlico, Jeweller, Feb 6 at 3 at the 
Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Froggatt, Argyll st, Regent st 

Bohmer, Hermann Bernard, Ball’e Pond rd, Islington, Insurance Agent. 
Feb 5 at 3 at offices of Graham and Co, Poultry 

Bouchais, Frances, Belsize park gardens, Schoolmstress, Feb 17 at 1 
at olfices of Taylor and Jaquet, South st, Finsbury sq 

Bowdler, John George, and Richard Chaffer, Seacombe, Cheshire, Ship- 
builders. Feb 13 at 2 at offices of Field and Weightman, Feawiok st, 


vel 

Bradley, George, Moseley Hole, Stafford, Labourer. Feb 7 at 2 at 
offices of Cresswell, New rd, Willenhall 

Bray, George, Keighley, York, Shuttie Maker. Feb 9 at3 at offices of 
Wright and Waterworth, Devonshire buildings, Keigale: 

Bridgman, Susen Maria, Torquay, Devon, er. 8 at 12 

juay 
12 at offices of Craven, 


at offices of Carter and Son, Abbey rd, To: 
Back, John, Leeds, out of business, Feb 7 
parade, Leeds 
Chitty, Charies, Dorking, Surrey, Oilman, Feb 7 at 2 at the Three 
Tuns Tavern, Dorking. Wood and Hare, Sasingball st 
Clough, William, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Tobacconist. Feb 7 at 1 at 
offices of Wilson, Featherstone chambers, Collingwood st, Newcastle- 


u - 
Codling, Hoary Godbold, Kelsale, Suffelk, Farmer. Feb 13 at2 at the 
Queen’s Head Hotel, Saxmundham. Pollard, Ipswich 
Comyn. George Edward, Angel court, Throgmorton st, Stockbroker. 
Feb 8 at 2 at offices of Learoyd and Co, Finsbu south 
Cotnam, John, Moss Side, Lancashire, Provision 
at offices of Whitt, King st, er. Ma’ 
Cottam, James, iqcaheenne,to ieee. York, Publican. 


11 at offices of Marsh, W: 
Court, Joho, Bolton, Lancashire, t Maker, Feb 14 at 3 at officescf 
Hawksworth, t, Bolten 
opmoath, — Fed 7 at 11 atthe Queen's. 


at, Bol 
Hotel, Newport. Williams, Monmou 
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Dallas, Hugh Waldron, Alexandra rd, St John’s wood, Colliery Pro- 
prioser. “Feb 12 at 4 at offices of Morley and Shirreff, Palmerston 
buildings, Old Broad st 

Davis, Thomas, Bristol, Tailor. Feb 5 at 1 at offices of Brown, Foster’s 
chambers, Small st, Bristol 

Dickman, William Cust, Sunderland, Durham, Grocer. Feb 7,at 11 at 
offices of Hall, Bridge st, Sunderland. Tilley, Sunderland 

Distin, Henry John, Lisle st, Leicester sq, Inventor. Feb 7 at 10 at 
offices of Fisher and Co, Leicester sq 

_Duncan, Alexander, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Baker. Feb 13 at 2 at 
offices of Elsdon, Royal arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Elton, Joseph, Birmingham, Provision Dealer. Feb 6 at 10. 15 at offices 
of East, Eldon chambers, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Eppe, George, Faversham, Keut, General Shop Keeper. Feb 12 at 12 
at the Crown and Anchor Inn, The Mall, Faversham. Gibson, 
Sittingbourne 

Fewkes, William, Belper, Derby, Licensed Victualler. Feb 8 at 3 at 

offices of Hextall, Fuli st, Derby 
Foster, Gaius, Bombay st, Bermondsey, Rice Miller, Feb 19at2 at 
offices ot Nash and Fieid, Queen st, Cheapside 

Galbraith, John Graham, Bishopsgate st, Commission Agent. Feb 9 
at 12 at offices of Plunkett, Gutter lane 

Giles, James, Brixton rd, Builder. Feb 7 at | at offices of Thomson 
and Co, Great James st, Bedford row : 

Grant, Solomon, Thatto Heath, nr St Helen’s, Lancashire, Licensed 
Victualler. Feb 14 at 3 at offices of Nordon and Mason, Victoria st, 
Liverpool 

Guille, Pauline, South Molton st, Dressmaker. Feb 7 at 1 at offices of 
Froggatt, Argyll st, Regert st 

Harris, Ephraim, Manchester, Merchant. Feb 19 at 4 at offices of Best, 
Lower King st, Manchester 

Harrison, Tom, Leeds, Fancy Dealer. Feb 8 at 3 at offices of Simpson 
and Burrell, Albion st, Leeds 

Heathcote, Arthur Egerton, Trowbridge, Wilts, Milliner. Feb 8 at 3 
at offices of Clark and Collins, Trowbridge 

Heaton, Joseph, Oakworth, York, Labourer. Feb9 at 10.30 at offices 
of Wright and Waterworth, Devonshire buildings, Keighley 

Hickey, Thomas, Goldsmith’s row, Hackney ri, Grocer. Feb 8 at 3 
at offices of Turner and Son, Leadenhall st 

Hill, Samuel, Karnstaple, Devon, Cabinet Maker. Feb 1 at 12 at offices 
of Bencraft, Bridge Hall chambers, Barnstaple 

Holt, Jacob, Ashton-upon-Mersey, Cheshire, Brickmaker. Feb 13 at 
3 at offices of Horner and Son, Clarence st, Manchester 

Hudson, Thomas Twells, Sheffield, Veterinary Surgeon. Feb 15 at 11 
at offices of Atlay, High et, Sheffield. Freeman, Barnsley 

Hutchinson, George Ferguson, Clifton, Bristol, Riding Master. Feb 6 
at 12 at offices of Benson and Thomas, Broad st, Bristol 

Ingham, Edwin Buckley, Coulson st, Chelsea, Commission Agent. Feb 
8 at 12 at offices of Stacpoole, Pinners’ Hall, Old Broad st 

Ire'and, Henry, Exmouth, Devon, Draper. Feb 8 at 11 at ofices of 
Fewings, Queen st, Exeter. Huggins, Exeter 

Jackson, Edmund, Ulverston, Lancashire, Clothier. Feb 9 at 11 at 
Sharp’s Hot:!, Strand, Barrow-in-Furness, Taylor, Barrow-in-Fur- 


ness 
Jackson, Samuel, Liandudno, General Outfitter. Feb 13 at 2 at the 
Queen’s Hotel, Chester. Coleman and Co, Birmingham 
J ames, William, Aberdare, Greengrocer. Feb6 at 2 at 19, Whitcombe 
et, Aberdare 
Jenkins, William Henry, Bristol, Butcher. Feb7 at 2 at offices of 
Beckingham, Albion chambers, Broad st, Bristol 
Jcnes, Henry, Kentish town rd, Jeweller. Feb 5 at 2 at the Guildhall 
Tavern, King st, Cheapside, Whitwell, King st, Cheapside 
King, John, Temple Cowley, Oxford, Farmer. Feb 8 at 11 at offices of 
Berridge, Botley rd, Oxford 
Enight, James, Monmouth, Nurseryman. Feb 9 at 2 at offices of 
Williams, Whitecross st, Monmouth 
Laurent, Frank, and Auguste Petit, High Holborn, Engravers. Feb 10 
at 2 at offices of Kisch, Argyle place, Regent st 
“Martin, William, Frizington, Cumberland, Tailor. Feb 9 at 11 at offices 
of Mason, Duke st, Whitehaven 
Mason, George, Mansfield rd. Kentish town, no occupation. Feb 7 at 
3 at offices of Froggatt, Argyle st, Regent st 
Meredith, Samuel, Adforton, Hereford, Farmer, Feb 9 at 12 at offices 
of Peters, Knighton 
Moore, Mark, Sherbourne Mill, Derby, Miller, Feb 13 at 3 at offices 
of Hextal!, Full st, Derby 
Newnes, William, Silver st, W20d'st, Costame Manufacturer. Feb 8 at 
3 at offices of Nelson, Basinghall st, Crook and Smith, Abchurch 
chambers, Abchurch lane 
Nicholls, Rhoda, Blockley, Worcester, Grocer. Feb 9 at 2 at the Crown 
Hotel, Evesham. Kendal!, Bourton-on-the-Water 
Nicholls, Thomas, Trevelgue, Cornwall, Farmer. Feb 6 at 12 at the 
Red Lion Hotel, St Columb. Whitford and Sons, 8t Columb 
Norris, Walter, Buckingham, Brewer. Feb7 at 2 at the White Hart 
Hotel, Buckingham. Stockton, Banbury 
Nunn, George, Lawshall, Suffolk, Farmer. Feb 14 at 12 at the Guild- 
hal), Bary St Edmunds, Salmon and Son, Bury 8 Edmuads 
Partington, William, Little Bolton, Shopkeeper. Feb8 at 3 at offices 
of Scoweroft, Town Hall sq, Bolton 
Pawson, Robert, Batley Carr, York, Carrier. Feb 13 at 11 at offices o 
Ridgeway and Ridgway, Wellington st 
Penson, Tom Clement, Birmingham, Butcher. Feb 7 at 4 at offices of 
Rowlands, Ann st, Birmingham 
Robinson, Ingle, jan, Over, Cambridge, Grocer. Feb 8 at 2.30 at offices 
of Wallingford and Co, St Ives 
“Robinson, Thomas Wallis, Hayle, Cornwall, Accountant. Feb 6 at 10.30 
at the White Hart Hotel, Hayle. Daniell, Camborne 
Rogers, George Wilham, Kingstor-upoe-Hull, Smack Owner. Feb7 
at 3 at ofttces of Pickering, Parliament ot, Kingston-upon-Hall. 
Sammers, Huil 
Rogers, William Henry, Bristol, Beotmaker. Feb 8 at 11 at offices of 
Miller, Whitson chambers, Nicholas st, Bristol 
«Russell, Cutbert, and Frank Proctor, Tustin st, Old Kent rd, 
ae. Feh 8 atz jat offices of Russell and Co, Old Jewry 
am bers 
Salsbury, James, Scarborough, Hatter, Feb 9 at 3 at ofices of Corn- 
wall and Watts, Queen st,:Scarborough 








——————. 

Seales, Vee Holmes, Bradford, Topmaker. Frb 3 at 10 at offices 
of Singleton 

Seward, William Jay, Lewisham High rd, New cross, Mercantile Clerk, 
Feb 7 at 2 at offices of West, Queen Victoria st 

Shearing, Thomas, Salisbury, Wilts, Travelling Draper. Feb 10 at2 
at offices of Killby, Portland st, Southampton 

Siddall, Joseph, Manchester, Coal Merchant. Feb 9 at 3 at offices of 
Bowden, King st, Manchester : 

Sparkes, Thomas, Abbey st, Bermondsey, Paver Stainer. Feb7 at 3 
at offices of Collins and Wilkinson, King William st 

Sparrow, John, Sheffield, Builder. Feb 6 at 12 at offices of Auty ang 
Son, Queen st, Sheffield — 

Spence, Richard, and William Ainscow, Manchester, Cloth Agents, 
Feb Y at 2 at the Clarence Hotel, Spring gardens, Manchester, Scow. 
croft, Manchester 

Stainthorpe, John, Leeds, Tailor. Feb 7 at 3 at offices of Lodge, Park 
row, Leeds 

Steers, Mary Ann, Woburn,Bedford, Butcher. Feb 7 at 12 at the Swan 
Inn, Woburn Sands, Conquest and Clare, Bedford 

Stone, Edward, Kingston-upon-Hull, Hosier. Feb 7 at 11 at the George 
Hotel, Kingston-upon-Hu!l, Shackles and Son 

Streng, Henry, Leeds, Grocer, Feb 6 at 3 at offices of Lodge, Park 
row, Leeds 

Stubdbins, Samue! Charles, Nottingham, Grocer. Feb7 at 11 at the 
Britannia chambers, Pelham st, Nottingham. Shelton, Nottingham 

Swallow, Robert, Sunderland, Ship Broker. Fseb7 atl at the Law 
Societies Hall, John st, Sunderland. Kidson and Co, Sunderland 

Swan,*John, Hirhas Hall, Montgomery, Farmer. Feb8 at 12 at offices 
of Harrison and Maurice, Berriew st, Welshpool 

Tatlow, Edwin, Nottingham, Wholesale Drysalter. Feb 12 at 12 at 
offices of Press, Moot Hail chambers, Friar lane, Nottingham. 
Whittingham, Nottingham 

Taylor, William, Lockington, York, Innkeeper. Feb 7 at 2.30 at offices 
of Jennings and Co, Great Driffield. Trigg, Great Driffield 

Thomas, Henry, Birmingham, Printer. Feb 7 at 3 at offices of Boras. 
ton, Ann st, Birmingham 

Thompson, John, Northampton, Boot Manufacturer. Feb 8 at 3at 
offices of Becke, Deangate, Nottingham 

li , John, Manchester, Ber Retailer. Feb 7 at3 at offices of 
Vaughan-Jones, Piccadilly, Manchester 

Topping, James, Manchester, Hosier. Feb 8 at 3 at offices of Leigh, 
Brown st, Manchester 

Waiker, Alfred, Winslow, Buckingham, Beerhouse Keeper, Feb 15 at 
il at the Bell Inn, Winslow. Shepherd and Ewen, Luton 

Westfield, George Johv, Leyton, Essex, Schoolmaster. Feb 12 at 2 at 
offices of Parker, Bishopsgate st without 

Wetson, James, Ledbury, Hereford, Innkeeper. Feb 14 at 11 at offices 
of Piper, Court house, Ledbury 

Whiteley, John, Elgin rd, Maida vale, Draper. Feb 14 at 3 at offices of 
Sturt, Ironmonger lane 

Wice, William, Swinton, York, Fruiterer. Feb 7 at 3 at offices of 
Walker and Langborne, Malton 

Wickham, John Comely, Horfield, Gloucester, Grocer, Feb 12 at I2at 
offices of Plummer, Bristol chambers, Nicholas st, Bristol 

Wilkinson, William, Barnsley, Joiner. Feb8 at 11 at offices of Dibb 
and Raley, Regent st, Barnsley 

Wilson, John, Farnworth, Lancashire, Grocer. Feb 7 at3 at offices of 
Hall, Acresfield 

Woolley, John, Salford, Greengrocer. Feb 8 at Li at offices of Whitt, 
King st, Manchester 

Wright, Samuel, Nottingham, Plasterer. Feb 9 at 1 at offices of Balk, 
Middle pavement, Nottingham 

Wright, William Shepherd, Asylum rd, Peckham, Stationer, Feb 
13 at 2 at the Masons’ Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Basinghall st. 
Gammon, Barge yard, Bucklersbury 


Tugspay, Jan. 30, 1877. 

Allen, Robert, Killamarsh, Derby, Mason. Feb 9 at 3 at offices of Clegg 
and Sons, Bank st, Sheffield 

Altree, George, Hednesford, Stafford, Baker. Feb 13 at 11 at offices of 
Giover, Park st, Walsall 

Anderson, Charles, Birmingham, Licensed Victualler. Feb 10 at il at 
offices of Blewitt, Waterloo st, Birmingham 

Auger, Richard, Queen st, Brompton rd, Fishmonger. Feb 10 at l2at 
offices of Jarvis and Triscott, Chancery lave 

Bailey, Edward Joseph, Luton, Bedford, no occupation. Feb 10 at 11 
at the George Hotel, Luton. Shepherd and Ewen, Luton 

Barber, Robert Keen, Jarrow-on-Tyne, Grocer. Feb 10 at 12 at offices 
of Harle, Akenside hil), Newcastie-upon-Tyue 

Barlow, Josiah, Birmingham, out of businass. Feb 9 at 12 at offices of 
Griffin, Temple row west, Birmingham 

Basham, Frederick, Park terrace, Manor rd, Blue Anchor rd, Carman, 
Feb 8 at 4 at offices ef Watson, Gresham st 

Beck, James Theophilus, Cambridge, Surgeon. Feb 8 at 11 at the Lion 
Hotel, Petty Cury. Ellison snd Barrows, Cambridge 

Brierley, James Makinson, Manchester, Draper. Feb 21 at 3 at offices 
of Sale and Co, Booth st, Manchester 

Buckle, William, Leeds, Tea Dealer. Feb 12 at 3 at 4, Arthur st east. 
Max and Co, Adelaide place, London bridge 

Bullock, Joseph Augastus, Bristol, Commission Agent. Feb 8 at 2 at 
oftices of Campbel! and Salmon, St Scephen st, Bristol 

Bush, Joseph, Hanley, Haberdasher. Feb 9 at 1l at the Bell Hotel, 
Leicester. Tennant, Hanley 

Charlesworth, Thomas Brooke, New Bridge st, Blackfriars, Engineer. 
Feb 12 at 2 at offices of Chubb, Pancras lane, Queen st, Cheapside 

Clayton, John, Stockport, Cheshire, Grocer. Feb 12 at $ at offices of 
Addleshaw and Warborton, King st, Manchester 

Cleag, Robert, and Abraham Bamford, Salford, Cotton Manufacturers. 
Feb 10 at 11 at the White Swen Hotel, Yorkshirest, Rochdale, Ash- 
worth, Rochdale 

Cooper, William, Crewe, Baker, Feb 9 at 2 at offices of Warburton, 
Mill +t, Crewe 

Cope, Elijah, Leek, Stafford, Wood Carver. Feb 15 at 11 at offices of 

‘enrant, Che-+pside, Hanley 
p, Edmund, Manchester, Dentist. Feb 16 at 4 at offices of Best, 
er King st, Manchester i 
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Gorfield, Thomas, Falmouth, Cornwall, Auctioneer. 
Roya! Hotel, Falmouth. Tilly and Co, Falmouth 

Courtis, Richard Hitchins, Aberavon, Grocer. Feb 12 at 12 at offices 
of Tennant and Jones, Aberavon 

Crowther, George, Batley, York, Cloth Fuller, Feb 13 at 2 at offices 
of Scholes and Son, Leeds rd, Dewsbury 

Crowther, Robert, Mirfield, York, Bootmaker. Feb 13 at 11 at offices 
of Sykes, Oak st, Heckmoedwike 


Feb 14 a63 at the 


David, Stockton-on-Tees, Solicitors’ Clerk. Feb 9 at 3 at offices . 


of Dodds and Co, Finkle st, Stockton-on-Tees 
rnest Percival, Union court, Old Broad st, Coa) Factor. 


.E 
Feb 16 at 2 at the Guildhall Coffee House, Gresham st. Tillyard, 


King st, Cheapsiee 
Evans, Albert, Birmingham, Draper. Feb 9 at 11 at offices of Row- 
Jands, Ann st, Birmingham 
Evans, Joha, Pentyrch, Glamorgan, Publican, Feb 13 at 11 at offices 
of Morgan and Scott, High st, Card! 
Frostick, Edward Poole, Lambeth rd, out of business. Feb 21 at 3 at 
offices of Curtis, King st, Cheapside 
Gilbody, Arthur Ball, Manchester, Wine Merchant. Feb 16 at 11 at 
offices of Smith, King st, Manchester 
Griffiths, Edwin, ,Tipton, Stafford, Iron Merchant. Feb 9 at 12 at 
offices of Wright and Son, High st, Dudley 
Hancock, John, Wrafton, Devon, Master Mariner. Feb9 at 12 at offices 
of Thorne, Castle st, Barnstaple 
Harris, John, Aberaman, Glamorgan, Grocer. Feb 10 at lat offices of 
Rosser, Canon st, Aberdare 
Hawson, James, and Richard Parkinson Neale, Sheffield, Accountants, 
Feb 12 at 10.30 at offices of Biuney and Sons, Queen st chambers, 
Sheffield 
Hemsley, Charles, Shipbourne, Kent, Blacksmith. Feb 13 at 11 at 
offices of Monckton and Co, King st, Maidstone 
Hendley, Enoch, Longton, Stafford, Joiner. Feb 8 at 3 at offices of 
Welch, Caroline st, Longton 
Hewson, William, Sheffield, Boot Dealer. Feb 12 at 3 at offices of Clegg 
end Sons, Bank st, Sheffield 
Heywood, Thomas Ralph, Wrexham, Denbigh, Land Surveyor. Feb 16 
at 11,30 at offices of Pugh, Temple row, Wrexham 
Holden, James, Bolton, Shopkeeper. Feb 12 at 10 at offices of Scow- 
eroft, Town Hall sq, Bolton 
Hutton, John, Birmingham, Cabinet Brass Founder. 
offices of Southall and Co, Birmingham 
Jane, Henry, Falmouth, Cornwall, Blacksmith. Feb 14 at 3 at offices 
of Tilly ana Co, Church st, Falmouth 
Jenkiogs, John Oliver, Exeter, Cattle Dealer. Feb 10 at 4at the Exonia 
Inn, South st, Exeter 
Johnson, William, Market Drayton, Stafford, Grocer. 
Temple chambers, Oak st, Crewe town. Oooke 
Jones, Arthur, Birmingham, Wine Merchant. Feb 6 at3 at offices of 
Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Kendall, William Edwin, Thackley, York, Butcher. Feb 1 at3 at 
Offices of Singleton, New Rooth st, Bradford 
Kent, Frederick George, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Stafford, Clothier’s 
Assistant. Feb 8 at 2 atthe Sea Lion Hotel, High st, Hanley 
Kent, Thomas, West Harnham, Wilts, Farmer. Feb 14 at 12 at offices 
of Hodding, Market House, Salisbury 
Langley, John, Peterborough, Northampton, Builder. Feb i3at11l 
at offices of Percival and Son, Minster close, Peterborough 
Leggott, Charles, Wyberton, Lincoln, Market Gardener. Feb 10 at 11 
at offices of Snaith, Shodfriars’ Hall, Aibsey lane, Boston 
Lewis, Edward, Cardiff, Horse Dealer. Feb 10 at 12 at offices of 
Cousins, St Mary st, Cardiff 
Mackel, Henry, Sunderland, Picture Frame Manufacturer. Feb 12 at 
8 at offices of Bell, Lambton st, Sunderland 
Morris, William, and John Morris, Oystermouth, Glamorgan, Builders. 
Feb 9 at 2 at offices of Smith and Co, Cambrian place, Swansea 
Morrison, Peter, Chepping Wycombe, Bucks, Draper. Feb 12 at 3 at 
offices of Goldring and Jukes, Southampton st, B bury sq 
Nason, Henry, Banbury, Oxford, Saddler. Feb 19 at 12 at offices of 
Kilby and Co, Banbury 
Neilson, Mary, Heaton Moor, Lancashire, Teacher of Languages. Feb 
Sat 3 at cfiices of Burton, King st, Manchester 
Nelson, John William, Greenwich, Engineer. Feb 10 at 11 at offices of 
Scard and Son, Deptford bridge, Greenwich 
Nicholson, William George, and John Morris, Manchester, Druggists’ 
Sundriesmen, Feb 12 at 3 at offices of Nicholson and Milne, King 
st. Crowther, Manchester 
Oram, Alfred, Manchester, Bookkeeper. Feb 10 at 10 at the Olock 
Face Inn, Ashton Old rd, Ardwick, Manchester 
Orriss, Caroline, Southport, Lancashire, Boarding House Keeper. Feb 
12 at 3 at offices of Barker, London st, Southport 
Pearson, George Frederick, Shoreham, Sussex, Tutor. Feb 17 at 12 at 
4, Bladud buildings, Bath. Nye, Brighton 
Pel, William, Dover, Grocer. Feb 15 at 12 at the Guildhall Coffee 
lHouse. Mowll, Dover 
Perkina, Thomas, Longton, Stafford, out of business. Feb 8 at 11 at 
offices of Welsh, Caroline st, Longton 
Pilgrim, Robert Smith, Tycoch, Montgomery, Farmer, Feb 12 at 12.15 
at offices of Williams and Co, The Bank, Newtown 
Priestley, John, Leeds, Licensed Victualler. Feb9 at 11 at offices of 
Rooke and Midgley, White Horse st, Boar lane, Leeds 
Quail, Andrew, St James’ rd, Victoria park, out of business, Feb 17 
at 10.15 at offices of Hicks, Globe rd, Mile End 
Radford, Matilda Charlotte, Cardiff, Dressmaker. Feb 15 at 11 at 
offices of Morgan and Scott, High st, Cardiff 
Rant, Benjamin, Wymeswold, Leicester, Beerhouse Keeper. Feb 8 at 
offices of Deane and Lickorish, Market place, Loughborough, in liea 
of the place originally named 
> Bishop Auchland, Durham, Furniture Dealer. Feb 16 at 
2 at offices of Patrick, jun, Fore Bondgate, Bishop Auckland 
Shadwick, Joseph, Swansea, Glamorgan, Brickmaker, Feb 6 at 3 at 
offices of Thomas, Rutland 
Sims, Alexander, Matlock bridge, Derby, out of business. Feb 12 at 12 
at offices of Hextall, Full st, Derby 
Smith, William Emues, Worcester, Butcher. Feb 20 at 11 at offices of 
Feb 


Feb 12 at 12 at 


Feb 16 at 3 at 





} oe Avenue House, The Cross, Worcester 
‘Starr, William August, Drummond st, Euston sq, Hairdresser. 
19 a6 3 at offices of Stocken and Jupp, Lime st sq 





Stokes, William, Walker-apon-Tyne, Northumberlaad, Innkeever. Feb 
12 at 12 at the Neville Hotel, Neville st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Stewart, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Sullivan, Albert Oswald, High st, 8t John’s wood, Oil Merchant. Feb 
9 at 2 at offices of Allingham, Old Broad st 

Symington, Joho, Batley, York, Draper. Feb 16 at 2 at offices of 
Booth and Co, East parade, 

Thomas, Daniel, Tregaton, Cardigan, Draper. Feb 22 at 3 at offices of 
Lloyd, High st, Lampeter 

Towhill, James, Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorgan, Innkeeper. Feb 7 at 11 
at offices of Beddoe, Victoria st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Turnbull, David, Newgate st, Commission Agent. Feb 14 at 3 at 32, 
Cheapside. Curtis, King st, Cheapside 

Turner, John Payne, Stotford, Bedford, Builder. Feb 7 at 2 at the 
Cock Hotel, Hitchin. Stimson, Bedford 

Turner, Moses, Netherton, Worcester, Builder. Feb 12 at 3 at offices 

Feb 16 at 3 at 


of Stokes, Priory st, Dudley 

Twiss, Thomas, Mere, nr Knutsford, Cheshire, Farmer. 

offices of Hinde and Co, Mount st, Manchester 

Walton, Jobn, Croydon, Surrey, Corn Chandler. Feb 9 at 3 at offices 

of Streeter, High st, Croydon 

Whitmore, Frederick William, Fressingfield, Suffolk, Grocer. Feb 10 
at lat offices of Kent, St Andrew’s Hall Plain, Norwich 

Williams, Alexander, Lianelly, Carmarthen, Coal Merchant. Feb 9 at 
3 at offices of Bear, Gloucester place, Swansea 

Williams, Evan, Lianswit Vardre, Glamorgan, Colliery Proprietor. 
Feb 12 at 2 at offices of Griffith and Corbett, Quay st, Cardiff 

Williams, John, Neath, Glamorgan, China Merchant. feb 9 at 1 at 
offices of James, Temple st, Birmingham. Charles, Neath 

Williams, Robert, Carnarvon, Accountant. Feb 12 at 2 at offices of 
Roberts, High st, Bangor 

Williams, Walter, Charlotte st, Blackfriars rd, Engineer. Feb 17 at 
4 at offices of Dutton, Churton st, Pimlico 

Wilson, Samuel, Wolstanton, Stafford,Grocer. Feb 9 at 11 at offices of 
Griffith, Lad jane, Newcastle-under-Lyme 

Winser, George Samuel, Hastings, Grocer. Feb 27 at 12 at the Law 
Institution, Chancery lane. Jones, Hastings 

Wright, Henry, North Walsham, Norfolk, Seed Merchant. Feb 10 at 
12 at offices of Taylor and Sons, Old Bank buildings, Upper King st, 
Norwich 


PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 
MR, G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 
57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, LONDON 
(Immediately opposite the British Museum), 
Has obtained Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent for his perfectly 
painless system of adapting 
(Prize Medal, London and Paris) 
ARTIFICIAL TEETH sy ATMOSPHERIC PRESSURE. 
Pamphlet Gratis and Post-free. 


| Festal STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


ESTABLISHED 3istT May, 1836. 











The meetings of this Society are held at the Law Institution every 
Tuesday evening, except during vacations. The object of the Society 
is the discussion by the Members of questions, alternately Legal and 
General, but evenings may be occasionally devoted to the delivery of 
Lectures or Addresses, or the Reading of Papers. 

The following are eligible for election as members: — Solicitors, 
Articled Clerks of Solicitors, and Clerks who have been Articled to 
Solicitors, Barristers, and Members or Students of any of the Ions of 
Court, or any of the Universities, 

Any Gertleman desirous of joining the Society is requested to com- 
municate with the Secretary. Entrance fee 10s., and annual subscrip- 
tion 5s. Members have the advantage in the debates of the use 
books from the library of the Incorporated Law Society. There are 
now on the rolls of the Society 228 members. 

JOHN INDERMAUR, Hon. Sec. 

22, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. } 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER'S 

LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES to beSOLD or LET, including 

Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting and Shooting 

Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent Charges, House Property and 

Investments generally, is published on the first day of each month, 

and may be obtained, free of charge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, E.C., 

or will be sent by postin return for two stamps,—Particulars for inser- 

tion should be received not later than four days previous tothe end 
of the preceding month. 








LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 
No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 
ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs to 
direct the attention of the Legal Profession to the advantages 
of his long experience of upwards of thirty years, in the s ins 
sertion of all pro forma notices, &c., and hereb; solicits their continuec 
support.—N.B. One copy of advertisement only required, and thestrictest 
care and promptitade assured. Officially stamped forms for advertise- 
ment and file of ‘‘ London Gazstte” kept, By appointment. 


ALKER’S CRYSTAL CASE WATCHES are 

superseding all others.—Prize Medals, London, 1862; Paris, 
1867. Gold from £15 15s.; Sitver from £6 6s,—68, Cornhili; 230, 
Regent-street; 76, Strand. 


L2sIe COMPANY'S EXTRAOT of MEAT. 


Finest Meat-flavouring Stock for Soups, made Dishes, and 
Sauces. Caution—Genuine ONLY with fae amile of Baron 
Liebig’s signature across Label, 
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LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 


FLEET STREET, near TEMPLE BAR. 





The Recommendations laid down by the Officials of the Board of Trade (July, 1874) had all been anticipated in 
their strictest form in the principles adopted at the last Bonus Investigation (December, 1871) of this Society, 


Thus— 


1. The ‘‘ Seventeen Offices” Table of Mortality was employed throughout ; 

2. The future rate of Interest obtainable was estimated at 3 per cent. only ; 

3. The whole “ Loading” was reserved for future Expenses and Profits, (See Government Schedule) 
The resulting Reserves yielded the highest known protection to Policies. 


The Bonus was the largest yet declared. 
Nine-tenths of the Profits belong to the Assured. 





LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 


SOCIETY. 





A Bonus Valuation to 31st Dec., 1876, is now in progress, 


E. A. NEWTON, Actuary and Manager, 





AW UNION FIRE and LIFE INSURANCE 
COMPANY. Chief Office—126, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 


The Fonds in hand and Capital subseribed amount to upwards of 
£1,400,000 sterling. 
Chairman—James Cuppon, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Goldsmith-build- 
ing, Temple. 
Deputy-Chairman—C. ae, Esq. (Lee & Pembertons), Solicitor, 
» Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
Every description of a and Life Insurance business transacted. 
The Directors iavite attention to the new form of Life Policy, which 
is free from all conditions. 
The Company advances Money on Mortgage of Life Interest and 
Reversions, whether absolute or contingent. 
Prospectuses, Copies of the Directors’ Report, and Annual Balance 
Sheet, and every information, sent post free, on application to 
FRANK M‘GEDY, Actuary and Secretary. 


é wees AGRA BANK (LIMITED). 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000. 


HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON 


Buancuezs in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agrs, 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 

Current Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cus- 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance doesnot fall below £100. 

Deprosrts received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz.:— 

At 5 percent. per annum, subiect to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal 
For shorter periods deposits wil) be received on verms to be agreed upon 

Brits issued at the current exchange of the day on any of the Branche 
of the Bank free of extra charge ; and approved bills purchased or sen 
for collection. 

Sates amp Poscuases effected in British and foreign securities, 
East India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same undertaken 
Interest drawz, and army, navy,and civil pay and pensions realised. 
eet other description of banking business and money agencY 

and Indian, transacted. J. THOMSON, Chairman. 








EDUCED RATES of INTEREST for advances 
from the TEMPERANCE PERMANENT SURSEES 
pee A —£50,000 ready to be advanced, either by ordi 
not subject to monthly repayments, or by the building society 
a monthly repayments, which include ipal, premium, an 
interest, the interest being calculated at 5 per cent. on the 


year. 
6 Years. | 8 Years. | 10 Years. | 12 Years. | 14 Years. | 15 Years. 





£s.da.{ £6.0. | £84. | £8.4. 1 £5.d. | £8. d. 
14 6 176 136s 108 0 18 10 018 1 
AAsenees oon be bed Ser any otete teres of years uot exseating 1b, 
7” Apply to HENRY J. PHILLIPS, Secretary. 
Offices, 4, Ludgate-bill, London, E.0. 
Note.—More than two million pounds sterling have been advanced 
upon house property alone. 


EASIDE EDUCATION for DAUGHTERS of 

GENTLEMEN.—ST. ems > om. HUNSTANTON, 

NORFOLK, near SANDRIN . and the Misses CaLLew 

RECEIVE and EDUCATE a thanited & fia = of YOUNG LADIES, who 
possibile home comfort ; resident 








WATERLOW & SONS 
(LIMITED) 
MULTIPLEX COPYING 
PORTEOLIO. 

30 or 40 Copies of a Letter, Circular, Foolscap Document, 
Draft, or Brief may be 
PRINTED UPON THICK PAPER 
From an Original Writing in a few minutes. 

Prices, with Ink, &c., complete, 
18s. 6d., 218, 258., 32s. 6d., and 37s. 6d 


INSTRUCTIONS FREE BY POST. 
25, GREAT WINCHESTER STREET, LONDON, 


MUCH TIME AND WORRY SAVED 
BY SORTING YOUR PAPERS INTO 
STONE’S PATENT BOXES AND CABINETS. 
** Exceedingly usefal.’’—Standard, 
Sold by Stationers everywhere. Illustrated Catalogues post free from 
HENRY STONE, MANUFACTURER & PATENTEE, BANBURY, 


All Sizes can be seen at 
18, ORANBOURNE-STREET, LEICESTER-SQUARE, LONDON 


EDE AND SON, 


ROBE Bap MAKERS. 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, &c, 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL'S DITTO, 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS ZC 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 
94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867. 


Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the shortest notice 




















The BOOKS and FORMS kept in stock for immediate use 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION cpnedily 
in the eg for registration and distribution. SHAKE CER- 
} te TES, ee ee &c., engraved and printed. OFFICIAL 
No charge for sketches. Oom- 
panies cae ee Stamps halieny i Registration Forms. 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CQO. 
(Late ASH & FLINT), 
Stationers, Deine, Rapsorgre, Redieteatien Agents, kc., 49, Floet~ 
“Kaunaeabanisiote Otampod end Filed. 
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